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matter, shown any disposition to violate the 
terms of the treaty e No, sir. W e are not dis- 
osed to be guilty of any act which could be con- 
strued into a violation of the interests or the good 
feelings which ought to exist between this country 
and the Government of Mexico. Weare exactly 
won the other side of this matter. And when it is 
represented that the Government of Mexico wishes 
that this matter should be arranged in a different | 
manner from that of the last installment, it is 
necessary that this matter should be inquired into, 
and we, Who ask for this information, wish to 
consult at once, both the interest and wishes of 
the Government of Mexico, as well as the inter- 
ests of the United States, for both are involved in 
ehis matter. I do not wish to interpose any delay. 
To obtain the information we ask for will not 
prevent the passage of this bill in time to make 
the payment. — Never before in the history of 
legislation was it heard, that when it is suggested 
that money was about to be improperly used, 
either as regards the pecuniary interest of this 
country, or as it tends to disturb the good feeling 
which exists between this country and the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico, and we rise up here and ask 
for information in order to arrest and to prevent 
that sort of action, gentlemen get up here and say, 
No, no, the executive department of this Govern- 
ment is charged with the execution of treaties, and 
we will place the money in their hands and leave 
the responsibility with them. 

Mr. DUNHAM, (interrupting.) The gentle- 
man seems to base his remarks upon-the hypothe- 
sis that Mexico herself desires this change to be 
made. No response has been made to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky who puts this question, 
whether any gentleman is willing to say that the 
Mexican Government is desirous, at this time, for 
such atchange to be made. I wish to put another 
question. It is, whether this whole matter, so far 
as the Mexican Government is concerned, was not 
brought about by speculators who went from here 
there, for the purpose of inducing that Govern- 
ment to change this mode of payment for their 
own private benefit? And whether, in inducing 
that Government to do this, they did not address 
themselves to the necessities of the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, which necessities made that Government 
desire to appropriate this indemnity a little sooner 
than it could if it was paid according to the terms 
of the treaty as now proposed, and that that in- 
ducement was what operated upon the Mexican 
Government? 

Mr. DISNEY. Iam at a loss to understand 
the pertinency or the importance of this question. 
We have certain facts charged, and with them 
we have to deal. Now, of what importance is it 
to this House, what caused the Mexican Govern- 
ment todo it? Itis charged that the Mexican Gov- 
ernment does wish this installment paid here, and 
we ask that you shall make an official investiga- 
tion and an official inquiry into the truth of the 
facts. But what are gentlemen doing? They are 
asking us to pass this bill, and by their acts, their 
Siihmet. and the policy they advocate, they seek 
to withhold from us the information we desire with 
regard to the facts charged, and they rise up here 
and ask us whether we know them to be true. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I do not 
choose that the country shall understand from the 
lips of the gentleman that there are charges here 
Which 1 attempted at allevents to smother. I ask 
the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. Disney] who makes 
the charges? Where are they made? and are you 
willing, upon your official responsibility, to intro- 
duce the charges to the notice of the country? 

Mr. DISNEY. I will respond to the gentleman 
with great pleasure. I say again that the public 
prints of your city have teemed with charges of 
this sort. ° I say I have heard these charges until 
they have brought to my mind the conviction that 
there is reasonable grounds to put this House 
Upon the inquiry. 
member, or this body should be satisfied of their 


truth, but it is sufficient when the House or any | 


of its members shall be satisfied that there are 
reasonable grounds for the inquiry, to make it 
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And it is not requisite that a | 
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proper that this House should make that inguiry. 
How are we to ascertain whether it be true or 
not? That is the point which we are seeking to 
arrive at. Gentlemen ask me whether | am will- 
ing to state that they are true? I am not; but I 
want to be advised as to whether they are true or 
not. You want me to vote with reference to this 
bill, while the truth of these charges is undeter- 
mined. What objection can be fairly urged to- 
wards the course suggested? What tangible, fair, 
solid, and substantial reason can be urged upon an 
unbiased and impartial mind, why this House 
should not make the inquiry, and possess itself of 
the proofs in regard to the charges made? ‘The 
country will ask you why, when these charges 
pending and made in the public prints, you did 
not make the inquiry, to know whether they were 
true or false? ‘That is all I desire. But 
jecttoit. No, not fairly, not solidiy. ‘Then why 
this constant opposition to obtaining the informa- 
tion with regard to this matter? Why will gen- 
tlemen seek to withhold from us that kind of in- 
formation which will enable us to act and vote 
intelligently in regard to it?) But we are told that 
we ought to pass this bill, and then afterward hold 
the Administration responsible fora proper appli- 
cation of the money.* Sir, what would be said if 
a man was told chat the groom who had the charge 
of his horse intended to make way with the ani- 
mai, and he should say let him—he has the charge 
of him; I will take no preventive steps; but if he 
does the deed | will hold him responsible for the 
act? Why, such a course would earn but scorn. 
In this case it is worse, for we are but the agents 
of the people, and we have been told that such 
things are intended; and if we shall! pass this bill, 
and place the money in the hands of the Execu- 
tive, and subsequent developments should prove 
the charges true, with what face could gentlemen 
stand up and face their country and face their 
constituents? Yeu will be asked, why did you 
permit this thing to be done? You knew that the 
facts were charged, and yet you gave the means 
to be perverted. Of what avail would be your 
defence? Oh, yes! we knew that the facts were 
charged, but we determined to hold the Adminis- 
tration responsible afterwards. As to this sort of 
by-flings as to this matter ef opposition having 
been started by speculators out of doors, I know 
nothing, [ care nothing; for they are not important 
to the issue. ‘The charges are grave and import- 
ant, and, as I have said, they have brought to my 
mind the conviction that they are reasonable 
enough in their character to put this House upon 
inquiry, and [ desire that inquiry to be made; and 
I repeat, | cannot understand why it is that gen- 
tlemen oppose every effort to obtain the informa- 
tion. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dun- 
HAM] asks why I did not make the offer before? 
I did at the last session, but this same sort of op- 
position then met me that meets me now. The 
gentleman says, why did you not make it before 
this session? How could | make it more oppor- 
tunely than when the question itself was before 
the House? I might upon some resolution day, 
| if lL had been smart enough to out-hollow and out- 
: jump some fifty gentlemen struggling for the floor 
at the same time, have got a resolution of that sort 
in. But certainly there could be no opportunity, 
no time so pertinent as when the subject was up 
before the House. It is now up for the first time, 
and I avail myself of the opportunity. But | ask 
the gentleman to put it to himself, to his own 
judgment, to his own conscience, to say how he 
can feel justified to his constituents, when he puts 
every obstacle in his power in the way of obtain- 
ing information to enable this House to decide 
whether these charges are true or false. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do not choose to allow the 
gentleman, by that kind of inquiry, to place me 
in a false position before the country. If do not 
think that the gentleman can, if he will consider for 
a moment, with propriety make such an inquiry 
as that after the renvarks I made, My object is 
not to stifle this inquiry. No person will be found, 
who will devote more ardent energy to the prosecu- 


you ob- 


|| tion of this inquiry, than | myself, at a proper || 


| ime and upon a proper occasion. 


, the manner in which the money shal! | 
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I say this is 
not the proper ume and occasion, because in doing 
it, you obstruct the execution of that treaty, and 
lose more to the Government by delavin y i 


this pay- 
ment, than you can gain, for the r 


t you 
may now make this paymeut under this contract, 
and lose 


ascot wi 


nothing to the Gove ronment by tr isport- 
you delay this matter 


to execute the contract that has 


exchange. lt 
until kK is too late 


ation and 


already been made, you will have to send your 
OoOWwh avent there to pay Las money. But when 
you do that, | apprehend you will lose more by 
the operation, than you will save by this invesuga- 
tion. I do not object to the inves and I 
h ype no friend of theS cretary Of State wil object 


to it, for if he is an hovest 


duty properly, he 


man, Who as done his 


ought not to fear an livestiga 


tion; and if he has not, the country interested in 
Itis not the inves wation Ll avoid, 
the ume at which it is pro, 
{ wish, while lam up, to make 


sugrestion. 


having it made. 
but it Is wsed to be 
made. another 
This whole controversy is not about 
Ih be paid, but 
and the oflicer through whom ut 
shall be paid—whe shall have the co 


it. In other words, it 1s 


about the men 


itract to pay 
as to who shall have the 
pickings arising from the job, 


Mr. DISNEY. ‘The gentleman from Indiana 


[Mr. Dunn 1M| has found out, that there is great 
danger of the non-execution of the treaty if we 
should now make the investigation, and that the 
treaty stipulations cannot be executed if this 
House endeavors to avail itself of the necessary 


information, to enable it to act intelliwently in re- 
gard to the affair. Why, sir, one of the matters 
charged is that the Mexican Government is now 


standing ready to receive the money here but, 
says the gentleman from Indiana, if you are de- 
laying this matter, and going throu rh a long and 


tedious inquiry, the time will have flown and past 


by, and the contractors will either refuse or be un- 
able to make this payment in Mexico the tume 
limited and required by the terms of the treaty 
itself, I repeat, sir, if the charges be true, the 
money can be paid here, and at once consult both 


the interest of our Government tna pe 


ullary point 
of view, and do an act of « 


ourtesy towards the 
Mexican Government. If it is not, as the gentle- 
man from Indiana seems to think, that it is amere 


question of dollars and cent s, but were it, that is of 
sufficient importance, in my judgment, to attract the 


attention of this House. ‘The people, sir, expect 
us to havea regard for the Treasury. ‘They ex- 
pect us to make such an administration of their 
aflairs, so faras they may come under our con- 


trol, as will consult their pockets. 

, 

But it is said that the Mexican Government 
wishes to avoid the influence which Dritish bank- 
ers would and do exercise over them by having 


control of the payment of this money 
would prefer to have it paid here by 

ment to their own agent, upon their own 
tion. The objects and benefits to be ac 
then, are twofold: first, the saving of money to 
the Treasury of the United State: 
the relief of the Mexican 


that they 
the Govern- 
dire C- 


noplished, 


; and secondly, 
Government trom f 
much 
execu- 
tion of the treaty will be rered by 
an offer upon the part of this House to obtain 
from the Secretary of State the inft iuon which 
will enable this House to de: idg upon the truth or 
falsehood of the charg« 


the 
imfluence of British bankers, which they s« 


desire to avoid. But to suppose that the 


PI 
seriously end 


riu 
; mentioned, is too absurd, 
in my judgment, to require a serious retutation at 
my hands. We ask but light; and let us have it, 
that we may be enabled to vote intelligently upon 
this bill. I desire at the proper time to offer.a 
resolution to call for this information. It is ail 
| moonshine—it is downright absurdity to talk of 
endangering the execution of the treaty, because 
the House wishes to direct such an inquiry to the 
Secretary of State. The information can be ob- 
tained in forty-eight hours, and thus with but 
little delay the bill can be passed. 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. If there 1s any 
other gentleman who desires to address the com- 
mittee upon this subject, I wish he would do so 
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now, as I do not wish to speak until I have heard 
all that centlemen desire to offer. 

Mr. BROOKS. I wish to call the attention 
of members of the House to the fact, that this 
whole subject was discussed at great length last 
year, aid all the facts which could be elucidated, 
were brought out in the course of the debate, 
and from the documents laid before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, of which I had then 
the honor of being a member. 
these ambiguous voices which the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Disney] has given utterance 
to, as has also the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
McMutuw,] were scattered not so much through 
this House as they were through the newspapers, 
and I, as a friend of the Administration, as inti- 
mately connected with the President of the United 
States, being a member of his own State, felt it 


ry’ 2 
These surmises, | 


my duty to rise upon the floor of this House, and | 


state such surmises and suspicions were afloat, 
and I called upon the House to take action upon 
the matter at that time, before they voted upon the 
appropriation. ‘This is the fact, and every gentle- 
man who was then a member knows that such 
was the fact. The mode of payment I did not 
approve; and in the course of the discussion of 
that bill, I submitted a proposition, I may say, on 
behalf of some of the friends of the Administra- 


tion, certainly of this portion of the House, and | 


with whom I was connected, that that contract be 

ut up, as loans are put up, to the lowest bidder. 
{ stated to the House, and I have the debate and 
record before me, that however the House then 
acted, having all of these facts before them, it was 
notin the power of members hereafter upon this 
floor, as fair men to the Administration, to rise 
again and make opposition, when the House had 
had the opportunity of putting this contract up to 
the lowest bidder. I did not approve of the man- 
ner that it was proposed by the Committee of 
Ways and Means to make the payment. In and 
out of committee I resisted that mode of payment; 
and I said at that time that I wished to make a 
record, and that I wished the House to stand upon 
the record in throwing the facts before the House, 


or before the country, with all the surmises and | 
imputations against the President and the Secre- || 


iary of State. I wished the House either to in- 


How did the House act? 
votes for it in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and that after a great struggle, 
and with difficulty; but when the question was 
brought before the House I could not obtain 
enough for it to make a record, by the call of the 
yeas and nays. There were but fifteen members 
who rose upon the floor and were disposed to 
make the record. If the contract had been put up 
to the lowest bidder at that time, a large sum of 
money would have been made by the Government. 
The House having passed this bill, it failed for 
want of action in the other branch of Congress, and 
there it died. 
of the bill to pass, that itis notin the power of the 
contractors to make money. Now the only means 
by which they could make money, was by having 
the securities of this Government. They alone 
would then have held the securities of the Gov- 
ernment, and could loan money to Mexico, having 
adequate securities for its repayment. There 
being no appropriation upon the part of this 
House and Government, they had no securities 
whereby they could lend money to Mexico so as 
to secure a repayment, and thereby they have 
been deprived of the means of making the profits 
I anticipated, and which they would have made 
had the law passed both Houses of Congress. 
There now has arisen altogether a different state 
of things from what existed then. The faith of 
the Government is pledged in the treaty of Gua- 
dalupe Hidalgo. In May next the payment must 
be made—no matter what it costs—under the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. There is no time 
to put it up as a loan and offer it to the highest 
bidder. There is no means by which the Gov- 
ernment can make the three and a half per cent. 
it had in its power to make then. The contract- 
ors, or whosoever take it, can hardly, I think— 
though I have not studied the state of exchanges— 
make anything at all under any sort of contract, 
such as they would have made had the appropria- 
tion passed at that time. 
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| est bidder. 





Ohio, [Mr. Disney,] and the gentleman from Vir- | 


ginia, [Mr. MceMututy,] both old members with |) 


myself, had all of these facts before them. The 
country possessed also a knowledge of all these 
facts. They are, sir, all upon the record to a 
great extent. If it had been the desire of the 
House to take the responsibility, and the House 
could have taken it, not to pass the bill as it did 
pass, without fifteen members rising to eall for 
the yeas and nays, I say to the gentleman that 
it is not fair dealing; it is not honorable, after a | 
friend of the Administration rese upon the floor of 
the House and challenged investigation, and pre- | 
dicted that this state of things would arise here, | 
now a year after to scatter forth these ambiguous 
voices and these reproaches. It is not necessary 
for me to defend the President of the United 
States. I scorn to defend him against any re- 
proach of bribery or corruption made here. 
there is in this House one who will make these | 
charges against the President of the United States, 
he will make a mark for himself which aftertime 
will declare to be more disgraceful than the impu- 
tation involved. He is a man above any eulo- 
gium. 1 challenge, in hiS8 behalf, investigation 
from beginning to end. 
standing at the head of any committee, to make | 
any charge. I will vote for any committee of 
investigation whatsoever. As for the Secretary | 
of State, I do not know with what propriety 

charges are made against him here,this, more than 

they were last year. It was in the power of this 

House to have taken the responsibility of making 

that contract as [ proposed—to rive it to the low- 

I do not believe—nay I feel assured 

of it as any man can be, that there was no dis- 


| honesty, no corruption, no reproach to be attached | 


to the Secretary of State. I investigated and ex- 
plained all of those facts, and the connection he | 
had with that transaction, in my speech published 
at length in the Congressional Globe, now before 
me. I said then what I say now, that it ought to 
have been put up as a loan to the highest bidder. 
That was my impression at that time, and is my 
impression now. But no contract was made, and 
no contract could be made which would bind this 
House in any manner whatsoever. It was notin 


|| the power of any department of this Government 
dorse or reject the action of the Administration, | 
and as a friend of that Administration, I wished | 
that contract to be put up to the lowest bidder. | 


I obtained only fifty | 


It has so happened from the failure | 


The gentleman from |, 


to make a contract for the negotiation of its pay- 
ment before an appropriation upon the part of 
Congress had been made. The Government 
could make an arrangement only after the appro- 
priation had been made. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Does the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooks] say 
that the Secretary of State had entered into no 
contract as to the manner of paying this debt and 
the person by whom it was to be paid ? 

Mr. BROOKS. I say now as I did then, that | 
it was not in the power of the Secretary of State | 
to enter into any contract, and that whatsoever ar- 
rangement, or contract if you choose to call it so, 
he made, was known to the contracting parties to | 
depend upon the appropriation by this House of 
the three millions—-that it was subject to the ac- 
tion of the House. The action of this House was 
the approval of the arrangement, and the appro- 
yriation was carried by an immense majority, so 
las that it was not in my power to obtain the 
yeas and nays upon the record. 
derstood by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Mars#att,] for this is an important point. I do 
not know that I have anything more necessary to 


| cial connection I stand in relation to this matte, 
, that it will be the pleasure of the House to all 
| me to be heard. 


| indulgence of the House for a few minutes 


OBE. 
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planation; but I have no objection to Yielding 
unconditionally. I presume, conside > 


$$ 





Ting the off. 


low 
do not want to speak wi) 


have heard all that is to be said. 

Cries of ** Certainly !”’ 

Mr. GIDDINGS. This being the first oppor. 
tunity I have had, I will throw myself Upon the 


In 
reply te my colleague, (Mr. Taytor,] which yi 
be about as much in order as anything that on 


been said upon this question. [Laughter 

\ ee ee ; 17) 66 ct es , 

[Cries of ** Certainly! Go ahead !”’} 
‘The subject-matter of the resolution, it will be re. 
membered, was an expression of our sympathy for 


| Governor Kossuth, and inviting him to this body 
| for the part which he took in the struggle for free. 


If |i 


dom by the people of Hungary. Several gentle. 


| men upon this floor most strenuously opposed the 


I challenge any member |) 


adoption of the resolution, and among others my 
colleague, [Mr. Tarror.] In the remarks which 
he made, and which I did not notice, and which 
it was not my intention to notice, he made qa very 
direct allusion to me as one holding extreme opin- 
ions, and that sort of thing, so common are the 
allusions to my opinions by other gentlemen, as 
well as my colleague, when they have nothing to 
say, that I never think of replying to them. 
However, upon that occasion, finding my ¢o}- 
league, a few years since, together with several 
other gentlemen, opposing that resolution, had 
taken a course which appeared to me to be direct|y 
opposed to the one they were pursuing on the 
occasion just referred to, J, with the utmost good 
feeling, and with not a single thought of ill will to 
any human being upon the earth, I took the priy- 
ilege of referring to their former action upon a 
resolution of sympathy with the people of France. 
Now, I call the committee to bear testimony, that 
there was nothing unkind in my remarks—that | 
showed no malignity or ill will to my colleague, 


| God forbid that I should. I intended simply to 


IT trust I am un- | 


be said for the vindication of my course upon this | 


subject. | only wish to be understood further, if 
I have not been sufficiently understood, that now 
there is entirely a different state of things from 
what there was last year. The treaty of Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo must be immediately fulfilled, and 


the quicker this law passes the two Houses of | 


Congress, upon the better terms can arrangements 
be made; and the longer it is put off the more it 
will cost the country. Therefore it is the interest 
of this House to let the Departments make the ar- 
rangement or contract in whatsoever manner is 
most beneficial to this Government. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginiay obtained the floor, 
but gave way to— 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
remarks upon this subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I rise to a 
question of order. Do I understand the gentle- 
man to yield the floor unconditionally ? 


I desire to make but a few | 


| world with the literal truth in all its parts. 


exhibit what appeared to me to be his incon- 
sistency upon the one subject only, of shaving 
voted for the resolutions of sympathy with France, 
and now opposing the resolutions of sympathy 
with Hungary, as he did. I sent, therefore, to 
the Clerk’s desk the resolutions as they were in- 
troduced, and two of them were read. They 


| were not all read, as my colleague has asserted, 


though I have no idea he intended any misrepre- 
sentation. I did not at that time recollect or bear 
in mind that those resolutions were amended sub- 
sequently. But when afterwards reminded of it 
by the gentleman over the way, [Mr. Venaste,| 
in the report of my remarks I directed the re- 
porter to insert the resolution as amended instead 
of the resolution as read, and it went out to the 
I did 
it with the utmost pleasure, and I so informed my 
colleague at the time; and at that time he expressed 
no dissatisfaction. Had he done so, [ should 
have endeavored to satisfy him. I then under- 
stood him to be perfectly satisfied, and other gen- 


| tlemen alluded to in my remarks declared then- 


selves perfectly satisfied. 

3ut to the point: The resolution of sympathy 
with France was the subject of every word 
that I spoke in relation to my colleague. I made 
no reference to mere words; and my remarks ap- 
plied to the resolution as passed, with all the force 
that they referred to the resolution as introduced. 
There was, then, in point of fact, no injustice to 
my colleague—none intended, none perpetrated 


|upon him. Yet there was a technical difference 


in the resolutions as introduced and as passed; and 
as I have before stated, he seized upon that vari- 
ance of words, not of substance, for the purpose 
of attributing to me a wanton attack upon him, 
and, in the exuberance of his good humor, to say 


| that ‘*I must, therefore, believe it was the design 


of the gentleman to misrepresent me knowingly, 
willfully, and maliciously, by a false allegation. 

Well, it gives me great pleasure to believe that my 
colleague is the only human being upon the sur- 


| face of the earth who entertains such an opinion. 
| As I have already stated, the resolution as adopt 


ed, for which he voted, was in substance the same 


_ as the resolution offered. My colleague, in making 


his statement, was guilty of perpetrating two oF 


| three mistakes, to which I will call his attention. 


The resolutions, as they were introduced, my col- 


Mr. BAYLY. I cannot yield the floor for ex- || league says, were not received. The gentleman 
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is mistaken. He appears to have been not only 
in faver of the resolution as introduced by our 
colleague at that time, (Mr. Cummines,} but he 
soted to suspend the rules of this House in order 
to have them introduced, and the rules were sus- 
ended and the resolutions received. They were 
jiscussed through the day. Now, far be it from 
me to say that my colleague intended any misrep- 
resentation. It must have escaped his examina- 
tion. Yet I have as much reason to charge him 
with willful and malicious intention as he had to 
charge me. Again: On the 10th of April, a week 
subsequently, my colleague expressed his =“. 
bation for the resolutions as originally introduced 
py again voting to suspend the rules in order to take 
them up for discussion. The rules were again sus- 
ended—the resolutions were again taken up and 
discussed, and in the course of that day they were 
amended, and as amended my colleague voted for 
them. Here is the whole length and breadth of 
pis ease. As I said before, I had no idea of cen- 
suring my colleague any further than to show his 
sympathy with F'rance by voting for those resolu- 
tions, and his opposition to one expressing sym- 
pathy with Hungary. My colleague has mis- 
taken me, when he says I have made any misrep- 
resentation in regard to him knowingly. I thought 
the gentleman had been guilty of impropriety, 
and I felt it deeply. When I saw him here during 
that day in his military manner—for my colleague 
isa general, {laughter,]—march out of the Hall, 
and when the tellers were counting he counter- 
marching instead of marching: 

Mr. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman repeat his 
remark? I did not understand him. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will state it again. You, 
sir, and every member upon this floor recollects 
upon that day, when we attempted to take a vote 
upon this resolution, my colleague came up miss- 
ing in this Hall. 

Mr. TAYLOR. What resolution? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I mean the resolution wel- 
coming Governor Kossuth to a seat upon this floor. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Ivotedagainstit. Ifthe gen- 
tleman says I did not, he misrepresents me most 
prossly. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Let me tell my colleague, 

that my eyes and those of others were upon him 
while we were in committee, where no vote was 
recorded, and engaged in an endeavor to break up 
the committee by faction, by disorganizing, by 
revolutionary measures; and refused to show him- 
seif upon the vote, when the roll of members was 
called. This is what I mean to say. I did not 
intend to say, that in the House, where a record 
was kept, my colleague failed to vote. No, sir; 
it was to delay, to break up the committee, and 
prevent by ‘factious measures the passage of that 
resolution, that my colleague failed to march for- 
ward, but counter-marched out of the Hall, in- 
stead of marching between the tellers. It gives 
me pain to allude to this matter. But he isa rep- 
resentative of the State of Ohio, and I felt that the 
dignity of my State was compromitted by her rep- 
resentative upon this floor becoming factious and 
disorderly, to prevent the passage of that resolu- 
tion. I felt it deeply, and it was no part of my 
intention ever to have named it, had not my col- 
league charged me with maliciously misrepresent- 
ing him on a subject of comparatively no import- 
ance. I should Save never named it, but for the 
reason that it would do neither him, nor myself, 
nor any other person any good. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not know that I dis- 
tinctly understood the remarks of my colleague, 
(Mr. Gippixes.] DoT understand him to say, 
or to insinuate, that those of his colleazues who 
voted in the minority upon the Kossuth resolu- 
tion, engaged in a factious movement to defeat in 
this House the passage of the resolution? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My colleague could not 
have listened. When he calls upon me and at- 
tacks me, I will reply. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
league. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
shall never assail him. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. When it is necessary for 
my own defence I will unquestionably do it. Ido 
nol propose to do it at thistime. All I wish to do 
is this, to prevent my colleague or any other mem- 
ber of this House from placing that minority in a 
false position. I voted, then, against the raising of 
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be seen by reference to the Journals. I do not re- 
gret having done so; and I desire to say now, with 
a view of correcting the misrepresentation which 
has gone abroad in reference to my own course, that 
I invariably voted to keep up a quorum, and re- 
fused to join in what has been termed the ‘‘factious 
opposition;”’ and I call upon gentlemen who voted 
with me to attest the fact, that throughout all the 
controversy | endeavored to bring this House toa 
direct vote. Iwas ready to ‘face the music” upon 
that question, as | hope [ ever shall be, on all 
questions. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. .I am very glad to give my 
colleague an opportunity to set himself right, but 
really [ cannot see the pertinency of the gentle- 
man’s throwing his head in between me and my 
colleague, [Mr. Tayztor.}] [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 just entered the Hall 
and understood my colleague to say that his State 
had been degraded by the votes of his collearues 
who acted with the minority on the Kossuth res- 
olution. 1 wished to understand him on this point 
only, and intend to take no part in the ‘private 


| fight”? between my two colleagues, [Messrs. Gup- 


pines and 'Tay.or. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It is very important for a 
gentleman to keep himself right in this Hall and in 
these days. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is very important, too, 
to keep others from putting him wrong. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I said that I never should 
have referred to the dodgings of my colleague { Mr. 


| Tarxor] in this matter if he had not assailed me 


as he did. I know, as I was remarking, that one 
of the first lessons in the military school was—if | 
recollect aright, but it is a good many years since 
I served as an officer or a soldier—tacing to the 
right, to the left, and to the right-about, and | 
thought that my colleague was a little too rapid in 
that kind of facing about, [laughter,} yet | had no 
intention to speak of it, and now ask pardon of 
the committee for having detained them thus long 
on this point. But there was another remark of 


| my colleague’s that looks a little frightfully. 


{Laughter. | 


“ Sir, I would say to him, that it is equally necessary for 
politicians to have honesty, and to speak the truth. And 
now, Mr. Chairman, let me ask you, and honorable gentle 
men on this floor, with what grace or propriety he dares—” 


He says: 


Coffee and pistols, sir, for two if you please. 
{[Laughter.} ‘* He dares!’”—Mr. Chairman, | 
hardly like to repeat the words that follow. Why, 
does my colleague really suppose that I have sat 
here for so many years in this Hall and do not 
dare to speak the truth, no matter when it comes 
or who it affects? The gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Sranty,] had ashot at me the 
other day. Well, 1 love to contend with slave- 
holders; there is something generous, and noble, 
and frank about them; buta dough-fauce—hands off. 
[Great laughter.] I repeat again that when my 
colleague uses this sort of language, that | have 
willfully and knowingly and maliciously misrep- 
resented him, he is taking a liberty that he is not 
authorized to take. I had never, myself, enter- 
tained the idea that it was an object with me to 
assail him. [Laughter.] Let me say to the House 
and to the world, that this killing flies with a bod- 
kin is no very big business. [Renewed laughter. ] 
It is an amusement that may do well for children, 
but it belongs not to statesmen, and now | have 
said all I wish to say upon that point. 

I desire to say a word, and only a word, upon 
the subject immediately before us—in regard to 
the payment of this Mexican indemnity. I had 
prepared an amendment, which has been taken 
from my desk since! rose to speak, providing that 
it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the.Treas- 
ury or of the Secretary of State—just as gentle- 
men choose, for [ wish not to enter into the 
controversy upon that point—to pay over to the 
authorized agent of Mexico the amount of money 
due to her, if such authorized agent shall request 
it, in this city or in New York, without further 
hesitation or delay. 
amendment, if I recollect it aright, and the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson] has, | 
believe, presented one nearly like it. It seems to 
me that it is due to our Government that this 
money shall be forthcoming in such manner as to 
Mexico shall be most acceptable. It isa treaty 
stipulation, and if—as has been stated in this Hall! 
and in the newspapers of the country—she wishes 
the payment of this money in the city of Wash- 


That is the substance of my | 


ington or New York, let her have it. 
disposed to put itin the hands of any bankers, 
or speculators, or stock-jobbers, to enable them 


purchasing 
here to-day. 


I am not 


to speculate on the Government of Mexico, by 
up her bonds, as has been alluded to 


One word, before I go further, in reply to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsnatt,] 
who spoke of a contract, and also in reply to the 
communication which was read this morning. 
Who has entered into a contract Have we au- 
thorized any oflicer of this Government to do it? 
Not at all. And not only so, but 
itis said, have contracted for the 
money, tell us, in 


the parties who, 
payment of this 
the communication which we 
received to-day, that they no longer regard them- 
selves in the light of contractors. If, therefore, 


the Secretary of State h iS ente red into a contract 


—which he was never authorized to do—his ne- 
gouuations are already rendered obsolete by the 
failure of the Government to act at the last ses 
sion; he is released from the contract by this 


communication, and we are at liberty to take 


up the subject as an original proposition, without 
embarrassing the Secretary of State, or 


counter 


acting any of his negotiations whatever. In this 
state of facts, it is urged that the Mexican Goy- 
ernment will allow us one per cent. more than 
these bankers propose,to have the money paid 


over here rather than in Mexico; yet I would not 


take that amount from the Mexican Government 
under the present existing circumstances. I 
would not take one dollar; but I would meet the 


obligation of this nation as it 
and let Mexico, if choose 
city or in New 


stands, promptly, 
’ have the money 
York, or, if 


she 


here in this 


she 


chooses, | would allow the Government to make 
arranvements to pay it Ov in the city of Mexi- 
co. ‘That I understand to be th proposition of 
the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, |Mr. Jounson,} 


and for that Lam prepared to vote. These specu- 
lators say that they can make nothing out of this 
payment, and we do not want to put anything 
into their pockets. We wish to have no advan- 
taken of the Government of Me Xico, and 
therefore let her have the money here 


tare 


who not 
m this subject at the 
last session of Congress, that it was then stated 
that these Mexico and their 
bills for specie, and then purchase up Mexican 


Let me say to those gentlemen were 


here during the discussion 
bankers go to sell 
bonds at a discount of twenty to twenty-five per 
cent. I do not know that it is so, but it was so 
stated. Now, 1 would avoid all that. Let Mex- 
ico have her money, and have it without dis 
and without subtracting from the onginal sum. 

Mr. TAYLOR. It is with some 
that | find myself called upon by 


‘ount 


little revret 
the unexpe cted 


attack of my colleague [Mr. Gippines}] who has 
just sat down, to address the nmittee at this 
time. There is a bill of very great importance 


before us which | am anxious to see passed, and 


I will not delay its passage by any unnecessary 
discussion, W ith reference to this bill, l eoncur 
in the main in the views which have been pre- 


sented by the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. 
Marsuat,] and the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Brooks,} who have 
addressed the committee in favor of it@ passage. 

1 regret that my colleague should have thoucht 
proper to make this unprovoked attack upon me. 
He has waited until the 20th of the 
spond to what I said upon the 2d. I had reason 
at that time—as I will show the committee—to be- 
lieve that what I then said was 


and other gentlemen 


month to re- 


true, and that my 


colleague intended to misrepresent me, by making 
a false allegation. l have listened to him this 
morning, with some attention, to see if he would 


put himself right hefore the country, for there is 
no man in this House, or out of it, who, when he 
finds himself in error, will more readily admit it 
than myself, and I am ever ready to do all that is 
proper towards those whom I may have improp- 
erly accused. But I wish to state to this com 
mittee, and to the country, what I said upon the 
2d of January, that my colleague from the Ash- 
tabula district, [Mr. Gippines,] who has always 
been opposed to me since we have been together 
in this House, during the last four years, did have 
read at the Clerk’s desk a 
which were offered by Mr. Cummings, of Ohio, 
who was then my colleague, and he charged me 
in the debate with voting for that series of reso- 
lutions, when no direct vote was ever taken upon 


series of resolutions 
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them, but simply a vote to suspend the rules for 
their introduction. I went to my colleague and 
asked him to correct the mistake, stating to him 
that he had done me very great injustice. I sup- 
posed that he would correct it in his published 
speech, but he published next morning the resolu- 


tions sent in to us from the Senate congratulating || 


the people of France on their change of govern- 
ment, which I did vote for, but which he did not 
cause to be read. My colleague,in causing that 
series of resolutions offered by Mr. Cummings to | 


be read, and charging me with having voted di- || 


rectly for them, did accuse me of that which he 
knew to be untrue. 

Now, I should feel myself degraded if I were 
willfully to misrepresent a man, however high and 
honorable, or low his position might be, or if I 


should willfully misrepresent a member upon this |) 


floor. As to my colleague’s remarks in regard | 
to myself, 
‘« They pase by me as the idle wind.”’ 

I should degrade myself by accusing that gentle- 
man, or any other, with voting directly for a prop- 
osition on this floor when I knew that he did not 
‘lo it. My colleague had the Congressional Globe 
before him, and knew that I had not voted directly 
for these resolutions; and yet he accused me of 
having done it, and sent the resolution to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read; and when I asked him to 
allow me to explain what I had voted for, he de- 
clined to do it, 

Now, as to my action in regard to the proceed- 


ings had in this Eiouse, in relation to Louis Kos- || 


south. I voted to welcome Louis Kossuth to this 
country. I voted for the resolutions of Congress 
which authorized his being taken on board of one 
of our national ships, and brought to this country 
as a man seeking an asylum in our glorious and 
free land. I rejoiced to know that the people of 
the United States sympathized with the Hunga- 
rian exiles thenin Turkey, and from the best in- 
formation I could derive at the time, | united in the 
resolutions empowering our Government to give 
Kossuth and his companions in captivity a free 
passage to this country as emigrants, who desired 
to live under the glorious stars and stripes of our 
nation. But when Kossuth came here, and was 
evidently misled and deceived by men high in the | 
esumation of the country, into the belief that we 

had intended by our action to signify our readiness 

to intervene in European affairs, | deemed it my 

duty, as a representative of the people, to say to 

him that all we intended was, ‘* You may come 

ol to this great, beautiful platform of ours, become 


a naturalized citizen if you choose, enjoy our |! 


hospitality, live with us under our laws and be 
protected against all the powers of the earth, in 
the possession of those liberties which I trust we 
shall ever enjoy.’’ I therefore voted against the 
resolution of my colleague [Mr. Carrrer] for the | 
appointinent of a committee to introduce him into 

this Hall, to teach us republicanism and our duty 

to our constituents. It was with me a matter of 

delibera'e judgment, seeing that out of my twenty- 

one colleagues, only three concurred with me, and | 
vote against the proposition. 

Sir, | sympathize with Louis Kossuth, as a 
man who had struggled for the liberties of his 
country; | admired his talents and his genius; | 
read his orations, beautiful as they were, with as 
much admiration and delight as anybody; but I 
studied his character and found that it was not 
free from many blemishes. In his own country 
his courage has been questioned, and it has been 
said that through his indecision, the liberties of | 
Hungary were sacrificed. Pulszky, edited Max | 
Schelinger’s ** Warin Hungary’’—1848 and 1849 
—in which it is stated, that, ** His [Kossuth’s] in- 
decision was the ruin of himself and Hungary.” 
He was never ina battle. He resigned his gov- 
ernorship, placed all the power in the hands of 
Gorgey, when he knew, or oughtto have known, 
that he was a traitor, and fled to Turkey. Thence 
he was brought to this country as an exile seeking 
an asylum, and I could not see the necessity of 
introducing him into the Hall of the representatives 
of the people, to lecture us upon our duty, and teach || 
us whether we ought to interfere in quarrels be- | 
tween European nations or not. 

Ll voted against it, and I rejoice in it. And the 
good sense of the people of the whole country | 
sustain me in the opinion, that we ought not to have || 
brought him into this House, or given any coun- || 
tenance to his doctrines, But I will say, further, 


TH 


| mistaken. 


| my colleague say 
{| stituents. 
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that it 18 my firm belief, that if it had not been for || remark the editor of the Era might h 


the opposition made in the Senate of the United 
States, and the opposition made in this Hall— 
an opposition highly respectable, composed of 
nearly one third of the members of the Senate and 
about one third of this House,—I say if it had 
not been for that opposition, | firmly believe that 


| we should have witnessed ascene inthis Hall—here 
| in the Capitol of the United States, similar to that 
| on his introduction to the Legislature in Harris- 


burg. But such was the opposition manifested 


in this Hall, as well as in the Senate, that I un- 


|| derstood the committee appointed to wait upon 
| him advised him not to make such a speech as he 
| had expected to deliver to this House, 
| position which I gave was this: I sat here and 


The Op- 


gave my vote whenever I considered it necessary 
to carry out what I conceived to be right, for the 
good of the country, and when gentlemen saw fit 
to call questions upon little motions of no import- 


| ance, I did not choose to pass between the tellers 


every fifteen minutes. I want to know if it is the 
duty of my collearue from the Ashtabula district 
Mr. Gippines] to call me to an account upon this 
floor? I ask him if he can stand up here and say 


| that he never missed a vote upon any question? 


If he does not say that, and he cannot, why does 
he come here and censure other gentlemen ? 

It is well known to this committee that I very 
rarely trouble them with remarks upon any ques- 


tion, but I desire to say something upon this, be- 


cause l have been censured by a portion of the 
newspapers of the country for my course in rela- 
tion to this question. It has been intimated that 
the gentleman who proposed the resolution invi- 


|| tine Louis Kossuth to this Hall and welcoming 


him to the House of Representatives, instigated the 
editor of the abolition paper of this city—the edi- 
tor of the National Era—to censure the three gen- 
tlemen, my colleagues, who had the firmness to 
vote with me against this resolution, as well as 
myself. If {am wrong, I hope the gentleman will 
correct me. 

Mr. CARTTER. I will correct my colleague 

Mr. TAYLOR. I understood that he instiga- 
ted that editor to notice those gentlemen as mis- 
representing their constituents. I will give way 
for the gentleman, but I hope he will answer the 
question whether it is true or not, by ** yes ”’ or 
np,”’ 

Mr. CARTTER. 
man. 
I demand from the gentleman where he got his 
information? 


Mr. TAYLOR. 


I will answer the gentle- 


My colleague [Mr. Barrere} 
gave me the information. 


Mr. CARTTER. 
swer the question. 
mation to any one. 

Mr. BARRERE. 
[Mr. Hunrerj to say that that gentleman [Mr. 


I want the gentleman to an- 
I never made any such inti- 


that I had misrepresented my district in my course 
on the Kossuth resolution, 
Mr. HUNTER. Iam much surprised that my 


ever in relation to this question. If my colleague 
from the Highland district [Mr. Barrere] thinks 
that I told him that my. colleague from the Woos- 


| ter district [Mr. Carrrer] told the editor of the 


National Era that any of my colleagues upon my 
right or left misrepresent their constituents, I de- 
sire to state that | said no such thing. Ido not 
suppose any of my colleagues misrepresent the 
wishes of their constituents. 1 will tell the com- 
mittee what I did say. 1 do not blame my col- 
league for misrepresenting me, but he is certainly 
A copy 


before me, when I remarked, not that any of my 


|| colleagues misrepresented their constituents, but 


that | had heard my colleague [Mr. Carrrer] say 


in the presence of the editor of the National Era | 


that my colleague [Mr. Barrere] represented but 
about one third of the people of his district. 


Mr. CARTTER. I said he was elected by 


| about one third of the voters in his district. 


Mr. HUNTER. Well, I remarked that I had 
heard my colleague [Mr, Carrrer] 


trict. I made this remark, but it applied to noth- 


ing further—l1 said nothing further. 


But I did go on to say that for this 


There is not a word of truth in it. Now | 


of the National Era was lying | 


say that the | 
| gentleman from the Highland district [Mr. Bar- 
| RERE} was elected by about one third of his dis- 


_called upon my colleague [Mr. 


I was misrepresenting the sentiment of my distrie, 


J an. 20, 


/ } ave inferre 
that he misrepresented his constituents, ° 


Mr. BARRERE. I will state, that havine 


: hear 
that I had been attacked in the Nafional . 


Era, | 
Hunvrer) 
asked him if he had a copy of the paper, | d 

not recolle¢t that there was a word said about pn z 
election; and really I thought it was doing a po; 
ty good business that I was elected at all. Manes. 
ter.] I understood him to say, that in conversa. 
tion with Mr. Carrrer, Mr. C. had told him th: 


(oat 


and 


| upon that subject. I then understood it, and | 


| was such an understanding as has been alluded ‘, 


have referred to it many times since, that {| 


lere 


| by my colleague [Mr. Tayior] between my eo). 


league who introduced that resolution [Mr, Capp. 
TER] and the editor of the Era. 1 may have heey 


| mistaken, but I certainly gathered this impression 
| from his remarks. 


| third of my district, he is mistaken. 


a) 


If my colleague says that I was elected by o; 


It is true 


| that the vote by which I was elected was a small 


| another matter. 


| one, but it was larger than one third or one half 


of the voters of the district. 

While I am up—if my colleague will alloy 
me—lI desire to say one word in reference to 
I understand my colleague from 


| the northern district [Mr. Gippinés] to charge tha; 


all those who voted with us in the negative upon 


| that resolution were factious. 


Mr. CARTTER, Wiul the gentleman allow 
me to make a single remark? 1 simply desire to 
disclaim any knowledge of any attacks upon any 


| member of the Ohio delegation by the editor of 


|| the National Era. 
|| have read no article upon the subject. 


I do not take the paper, and | 


Mr. GIDDINGS. 
me? 


Mr. TAYLOR. 


Will my colleague allow 


I do not wish to lose the floor. 


| Lgive way only to my colleague on my left, [Mr, 


Haaneoe.) 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I will not oceupy the floor 


fora minute. The gentleman says he understood 


| me as making the charge of faction upon all who 


| voted in the negative upon the resolution. 
|| sire to say that I included in that charge none ex- 


I de- 


cept my colleague from the Scioto district, [Mr. 


| ‘Tayor.] 


Mr. TAYLOR. I understand that I yield no 


| longer, except to the gentleman upon my lef, 


[Mr. Barrere.] 
Mr. BARRERES I was going on to say that! 


| heard my colleague from the Ashtabula district 
| (Mr. Gippines] make the charge against all in this 


House who opposed this resolution as factious. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman misunder- 


| stood me. 


| 
I understood my colleague | 


Mr. BARRERE. I understood him to say 
that my colleague [Mr. TayLor] was a general, 


; ; | and had marched and countermatched; and as | 
Cartrer] had told the editor of the National Era || 


was one who took that course, which brought such 


| shame and mortification to that gentleman—dis- 


|} hot vote. 


|| grace upon Ohio, in his opinion—I supposed | 


! ‘| was, of course, included in the charge. 
name should be drawn into any discussion what- 


1 was in 
my seat when most of the votes were taken upon 
that resolution, but upon several occasions | did 
For although I was not much of a par- 
liamentarian, and although I had not had much 


| experience in this House, nor in any other legis- 
| lative body, yet I was constrained to believe that 
' that resolution was brought before this House by 
| a breach ef our own rules and by a breach of the 
| parliamentary law by which we are governed. 
| And 1 felt that it was due to vindicate our rules by 
| the defeat of that resolution, if we could defeat it, 
| aside from all considerations of the merits of the 


resolution itself. I was opposed to the resolution 


| upon principle, and voted against it. I was will- 


ing to bring it to a direct vote in the House, and 
vote against it; but inasmuch as, in my opinion, 


| the rules of the House had been broken down, | 
| thought I was justified in acting with the minority 
| in every legitimate mode allowed by the rules in 
| order to prevent the resolution from passing, 1! 

| could. 


I had hoped that this Kossuth business was 
done with. But it seems it has been brought up 


_ again to-day, and I am glad to avail myself of my 


| colleague’s courtesy to place myself right. 


I never heard | 
that he misrepresented his con- || 


| 


From 


the information I have received from my district, 5° 
far from misrepresenting the sentinsent of my dis- 
trict upon this question, I have acted in strict & 
cordance with the sentiment of all parties in that 
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district; for I do not represent any particulrr party 
in that district. 

aughter. 
Mie TAYLOR. 
members from Ohio who took an independent | 
position upon this question, it was mot with the | 
jesire of bringing about this er But Tam | 
lad it has been brought about. now only wish | 
wo refer to the fact that my colleague, (Mr. Gip- | 
pivGs,) Who was so sensitive upon my vote upon 
questions of adjournment, and little questions of no 
importance, has chosen to centre all his opposition 
and censure upon me. Why, Ido not know. I 
havealways treated him respectfully and kindly, 
and never desired to treat him in ae 
But there is something deeper about th 
to come. 

But | wish to say here, that from the first of 
this proceeding in regard to the great Hungarian, 


other way. 
1s Matter yet 


| saw that many gentlemen in this country were 
creatly deceived. Those who styled themselves 
‘\bolitionists, Liberty men, Free-Soilers, and Barn- 
burners—or as they now wish to show themselves, 
Free Democrats—were eager to take him in hand, 
and make the most capital out of him they could. 
And if they could blind and hoodwink Hunker 
Democrats, and through this Kossuth fever and 
excitement to strike a blow at the negro slavery of 
the South, do that covertly and effectually. That 
is the question, and why did not gentlemen see 
it? Sir, 1 saw it and know it. You find men 
belonging to that nefarious faction which the 
great Kentucky statesman—no, the great American 
statesman—Henry Clay, whose voice we proba- 
bly shall never hear in either of these Halls again, 
has pronounced—if not in words, substantially— 
a curse upon the country, shuffling about, tariff 
men and free-trade men alternatively,as you have 
seen upon this floor when important questions 
have been brought up, in order to conciliate South- 
ern Democrats, and to hoodwink and blind them 
against the nefarious crusade against their domestic 
institutions. And conservative Northern men, 
who stpod up to the compromise measures, warned 
you against it. Sir, I should not be surprised at 
this coming presidential election, to find distin- 
guished gentlemen calling themselves Democrats 
in the South, shaking hands and burying the past 
in oblivion, and clasping to their arms these 
Liberty men and Abolitionists, for the sake of 
what, sir? ‘To elect some one to the Presidency 
of the United States—an office which should never 
be sought for, but always filled by the free and 
independent choice of the whole people, without 
reference to slavery or abolition. I take no pleas- 
ure in saying here, that since the passage of the 
compromise measures of the last Congress, as 
they were called, especially the fugitive slave aw, 
and for all of which I voted—that I have been 
the eset of attack from every quarter by this 
chameleon-like party, calling themselves Free 
Democrats. Look at it, gentlemen; see a mem- 
ber comes here and makes a false allegation about 
a colleague, and as he said he did not consider 
me of any moment, he struck first at me, and then 
atmy friend from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] and my 
friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Venas_e,] in 
declaring in this House that we voted for a series 
of resolutions in relation to the French and Italian 
revolutions, which were submitted to the House 
lor a direct vote on their merits. Sir, it is a small 
Way to get out of sucha difficulty, for a gentle- 
man to rise and say he intended nothing, when he 
sent to the Clerk’s desk a series of resolutions 
which nevercame up fora final vote on their merits, 
in this House, and that I never voted for—causing 
them to be read by the Clerk, -and alleging that ] 
had voted directly for them; and now he says he 
was mistaken, after nearly three weeks have 
elapsed, when he knew at the time that he was 
wrong, 

Mr. Chairman, it behooves the people of this 
country to keep an eye upon the present excitement. 

very day is evolving some new facts. The es- 
tablishment of an Abolition paper in New York 
under the auspices of the Hungarian codperators 
of Kossuth, should open your eyes to the fact that 
the Abolitionists have been endeavoring to make 
political capital out of that great man’s fame. I 
yield to no man in this House or country in sym- 
pathy with the great struggle for liberty in Hun- 
gary. My heart was with them, and my hand 
shall be with them so far as 1 am able; but I will 
hever yield the sacredness of republican principles 
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I was elected by all three parties. 
| 


When I referred to the four || 





os 


in my own country at the dictation of any for- 
eigner, no matter how high I esteem him, and I 
will never give my vote in this House, to show to 
a foreign missionary, of liberty if you please, a 
| higher honor than you or any man in this House 
| would show to any living American citizen. If 
General Jackson should rise to-morrow—if Mr. 
| Madison were to come among us—if any of the 
| departed sages of the Revolution were to rise up 
from the dead, you would not bring them here with 
a committee of five and hear their response as you 
did Kossuth’s, the eminent Hungarian, who is 
now visiting our Jand; and hence my opposition. | 
could not place him upon an equality with Lafay- 
ette. Lafayette came to us and offered us his life, 
his fortune, and his sacred honor; and during the 
seven years’ war of our Revolution, helped to 
work out our glorious independence. I did not 
wish to do anything that looked like elevating 
Kossuth in the same estimation in which we held 
Lafayette, and I shall never cease to rejoice that 
I had the independence to resist the tumultuous 
ocean-current of popular feeling, and to stand by 
what I believed to be right. 

Sir, [hope that the gentleman’s explanation this 
morning, if hethinks himselfaggrieved, will not be 
slumbering for three weeks. If I did him any in- 

justice, I did not intend it; and if he says now he 
| did not mean to do me any injustice I forgive him, 
but his course led to my impression. He had 
read resolutions for which I never voted, alleging 
that I did vote for them, and caused to be pub- 
lished those for which I voted without explanation. 
In that, I think he did me a great injustice. I 
hope it will cease to be a subject of futnre at- 
tack. 

| I will now follow the omample of my colleague, 
| and say something about the bill—I suppose it is 
in order. It is in order to travel all over creation 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I say, sir, in relation to the bill before the 
committee, that I think this House ought to pass 
it. That if there is any information wanted from 
the Secretary of State, ample time will be afforded 
| to investigate it; but my colleague [Mr, Disney] 
I think has failed to inform the House, when he 
speaks of charges made in the newspapers in this 
city and elsewhere, with regard to the wishes of 
Mexico upon the subject. We have no official | 
information, as I understand it, that Mexico desires 

any other mode of payment than that which we 

have adopted, and for that reason, sir, and that 

the Committee of Ways and Means say this ap- 

propriation is absolutely necessary now, I think 

we ought to rise, report this bill to the House, and 

have it put upon its passage. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The House is 
doubtless weary of this matter of personal expla- 
nation. I nowrise merely for the purpose of say- 
ing that I did not design to interfere in any way 
whatever with—— 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) 
Will the gentleman yield for a motion that the 
committee rise? 

[Cries of ‘Oh, No!” * No!” **No!’’] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not want the com- 
mittee to rise now, and promise to be brief. I de- 
sire to fix up this personal matter now, in order 
not to interrupt the public business to-morrow. 
I regret, as one of the representatives from the 
State of Ohio, that there should have been any 
occasion for the scene which has been presented 
to the committee this morning, and J do not ex- 
actly see the necessity of making these personal 
explanations here. I have no personal explana- 
tion to make to any colleague of mine for any 
vote I give upon this floor. 

[A message from the President of the United 

States was here received at the hands of Mittarp 
| P. Firtmore, Esq., his Private Secretary. } 

Mr. C., (continuing.) I owe no explanation to 
my colleagues for my vote; I do not acknowledge 
their right to ask any account of me for what I do 
here, and I will give them none if demanded. I 
hold myself amenable to my constituents, and to 
them alone, for my action. A great deal has been 
said, Mr. Chairman, in relation to what has ap- 
peared in certain political pewerenet in regard to 
our votes upon the Kossuth resolutions. have 
| great regard for the political press of the country. 
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ment upon my votes just as ot Page 
i be answerable for my stewardship to those who 
| have sent me here. 


BE. 


And I give them full and entire privilege to com- 
T shall | 


shall go home with the rec- | 
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ord I have presented upon the proposition to send 
outa committee for Louis Kossuth, and if I can- 
not defend myself before the voters of my district, 
I am willing to fall. , 


-_——— — 


It seems to me there has been an effort to con- 
nect improperly this matter of the reception of 
Kessuth with what are called the free-soil issues, 
which have been presented. Now, sir, it is very 
far from my purpose to drag in now, or at any 
improper time, this vexed question of slavery. 1 
shall not do so, but it becomes necessary that I 
should make a remark or two in this connection in 
relation to my course upon that Kossuth resolu- 
tion. Something has been said during the discus- 
sion upon this bill, now before the committee, in 
regard to outside whispe ring, lobby movements, 
and newspaper articles. Now, sir, l was appealed 
to during the progress of the discussion of the 
Kossuth resolution by members, as well as “‘out- 
siders,’’ toevince my devotion to free-soil by sup- 
porting the resolution. When we had that ques- 
tion before us during the Thirty-first Congress— 
when these slavery issues were really tried—it 
will be found that [ made no crooked marks; and 
I had supposed myself to be regarded as among the 
sound ones by my colleague from the northern 
district. I have been appealed to to know why it 
was, in that vote upon the Kossuth resolution, [ 
was found with Southern members. I willtell you, 
Mr. Chairman. It is be when a great prin- 
ciple is involved, | vote upon principle, and know 
no North, no South, no East, and no West. Sir, 
I would scorn myself were I compelled to return 
to my constituents with no other reason to five 
them for my vote on the Kossuth resolution, or any 
other proposition, than that a particular man or 
set of men voted for or against it. 


‘ause 


Do gentlemen 
suppose—does any newspaper editor suppose— 
does any lobby member, who may prow! around 
us, taking members by the button when a question 
is about to be voted upon, suppose that when I 
come to record my vote, representing as I do one 
hundred thousand freemen, that | am to be con- 
trolled by the fact that a Southern member ma 
vote this way, or a Northern member that way? , 
there are any members in the Flall who follow 
their “‘file leaders,’’ and give their votes because 
they find Northern men voting one way and South- 
ern men another, let it be known now, if it has 
not yet been discovered, that I am not among that 
number, and, whilst I preserve my self-respect and 
a regard for my constituents, never will be. 

In relation to the Kosauth question, I have no 
concealments to make; and upon a proper occa- 
sion, when the creat question of intervention, which 
has been proposed by him comes up for discus- 
sion, I will lay before the House, if I have an op- 
portunity, my opinions upon it. The question 
which was presented to the House upon the 
occasion which has been referred to by the gen- 
tleman, was as to the manner, as to the form, 
in which he should be received into this Hall. 
[ looked upon the record to see what were the 
precedents, and found there was no instance in 
the history of the country, except that of La- 
fayette, who had periled everything for this 
nation’s liberties, in which a committee had been 
appointed. No such action as the resolution pro- 
posed had ever been taken to ie ome any dis- 
tinguished foreigner, or to confer honor even upon 
those heroes of our own country who had fought 
and bled for our people’s rights. The highest 
honor that had ever been conferred upon any 
statesman or patriot of this or any other ond was 
simply to vote him the privileges of this Hall. 
When the resolution of my colleague (Mr. Carr- 
TER] was introduced, it will be remembered (and 
the record shows the fact) that | proposed such a 
modification as would give the distinguished Hun- 
garian, for whom no person’s admiration exceeds 
my own, the privilege of a seat here. I had seen 
nothing in the history of this Louis Kossuth, able 
a man as I deemed him to be, powerful in intel- 
lect as he has proved himself, great in genius, 
great in patriotism, great in the love of liberty, as 
the whole world acknowledges he is, which I 
thought required us to go further than we had gone 
for the purpose of complimenting the distinguished 
men of our own land, who had struggled in council, 
fought for and bled upon the battle-field for the 
very liberties we now enjoy. The gentlemen 
upon the other side refused to accept this modifica- 
tion, which would have enabled us to have hrought 
Kossuth into a privileged seat in this Hall by 
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unanimous consent. When he refused that, and 
insisted upon giving compliments that had never 
before been given to any man of this or any other 
country—when it was thus determined that this 
Hall shou'd be converted inte a sort of parade 
ground, to show off a foreigner who came to us 
announcing that he wants none of our compli- 
ments, but wished to turn our Government from 
that policy recommended by our patriot fathers, 
and the pursuit of which had led us to our present 
national glory,—I determined, in the representa- 
tion which I should give for my constituents, to 
vole against it, and I did so. So far as relates to 
what are termed the ‘‘ factious movement’’ to 
which my colleague [Mr. Gippine6s] alluded, I 
understood him to charge that his State had been 
degraded by the vote which had been given by his 
colleagues with the minority upon this question. 
Thatis the reason I soughtto make an explana- 
tion. I did not design to interfere in the private 
and personal affairs between him and my other 
colleague, [Mr.'Tayion,] which I regret very much 
has taken place. Idid not design to assail my 
colleague from the northern district, [Mr. Guip- 
pines,} and shall never do so, unless it becomes 
necessary in my own defence; and he knows full 
well, that whenever he is disposed to present such 
an occasion, Lam not the man to shrink from the 
responsibility or the consequences. 

During the progress of the proceedings upon 
this Kessuth resolution, [ voted always, when 
we were in committee, for the purpose of making 
a quorum, because I wished to bring the House 
to a direct vote, in order that I might vote 
with that minority, whether Northern or South- 
ern, Eastern or Western, and thereby give to 
letter-writers, newspaper editors, and perhaps pol- 
iticilans at home, who may desire political promo- 
tion, an opportunity of assailing me for it, should 
they think proper todo it. I voted with them 
upon a principle, and wherever a principle is in- 
volved, I shall not inquire who votes with, or who 
votes against me. In relation to the other ques- 
tions incidentally connected with this Kossuth re- 
ception, I do not propose now to say anything. 
It has been charged that certain of my colleagues 
have, by their votes, misrepresented their con- 
stituents. I will leave each one to take care of 
himself, knowing that all are competent to that 
task. They are all capable of doing that upon 
the other side of the Heuse as well as upon this. 
I will endeavor to take care of myself without their 
aid, or the aid of any one elsehere. So far as the 
views of my constituents are concerned, this is 
matter of neither interest to my colleagues, nor to 
those who voted with or against me upon the prop- 
osition. I have only tosay,if there is any person 
in this House who cares to know it; that my con- 
stituents, let the fate of Kossuth and Hungary be 
what it may, intend to stand firmly and resolutely 
by the policy of Washingtor and Jefferson, and 
the wise men who have gone before us. That is 
the sentiment of my constituents as far as I have 
been enabled to learn it; and if there was anything 
covered up by thatresolution giving extraordinary 
compliments to Louis Kossuth, by which it was 
intended that the impression should be made upon 
this country, or any other, that we are prepared to 
involve this country in almost endless European 
wars, I feel now more authorized than I did when 
I gave the vote to say, that my constituents are 
against it. Deeply as they sympathize with the 
man, ardently as they advocate the great princi- 
ples of **equal rights,’’ for which he is said to 
contend, and anxious as they may be to have re- 
publican institutions extended all over the world, 
yet they are not prepare to involve this country 
in those struggles which must bring darkness and 
despair upon our own happly land. They are 
not prepared to authorize a vote in this House or 
elsewhere, that will bring that dark and gloomy 
hour upon us, when, through entanglements with 
foreign nations and fierce and bloody wars with 
European res: our own proud and glorious Re- 
public shall be numbered with the nations of the 
earth that have been, butare not. I have now, Mr. 
Chairman, said al) I designed to say, until a 
proper occasion arises for a discussion of the pol- 
icy to be pursued by us ip our future intercourse 
with other nations. 


Mr GIDDINGS. 


I wish to reply a word to 
that portion of my colleague’s remarks, in which | 
he charges me with delaying to answer his charge 

Mr. Chairman, you will bear witness to the || 


e | 


| me an opportunity to reply. 


| once. 


| the gentleman thinks they were amended. 
| not believe they ever were amended. The Senate 
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solicitude with which I appealed to you on the 
day of my colleague’s attack, to give me the floor. 
In consequence of this personal assault which he 
had made upon me, so far from a desire to refrain 
answering my colleague, | strove for the floor the 
very instant he closed his remarks. I tried nearly 


the whole day to obtain the floor, and I went to | 


the Chairman and told him that I was personally 
assailed by my colleague, and solicited him to give 
He, however, felt it 
his duty—and for it | certainly cast no censure 
upon him—to give the floor to others upon that 
day and the day following. I made the effort 


| when we went again into committee—and we 


have been in committee but once since—but was 
unsuccessful. I have been successful to-day, and 
I want my colleague to understand, that his as- 


| saults are not oullawed, and that when a man 


assails me personally in this Hall, charging me 
with malicious misrepresentation, I will meet him 
on the first occasion. 

My colleague, at the close of his remarks, said, 


| if I should say that I did not intentionally and 


willfully misrepresent him, he would withdraw 
what he had said. j 
after I stated the facts was, that I was not conscious 
those resolutions had been amended. I told him 
so in the presence of the House, of the committee, 
and the country; and now, sir, I shall not repeat 
it. I have generally been accustomed, amongst 
gentlemen, to have my word taken when I speak it 
So much for'that. 

Again: my colleague said, if I had set this mat- 
ter right he should have found no fault, and that 
he now rises as much to defend the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] the honorable chairman of 


| the Committee on Foreign Relations, as himself, 
| and I want the ear of the gentleman from Virginia. 


Mr. BAYLY. What did the gentleman say? 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I say that my colleague 


said, he now rises more to protect the gentleman | 


from Virginia, than to vindicate himself, or to that 
effect, as | understood him. Now the gentleman 
from Virginia and myself had a conversation in 


/regard to this matter, and he appeared perfectly 


satisfied. At no time has he intimated any dis- 
satisfaction. He does not hesitate to speak his 
Views, and I in return tell him mine. I do not 
think he will feel under particular obligations to 
my colleague for defending him. He generally 
speaks for himself, and is able to inform the House 
if he felt aggrieved under the remarks I made. I 
know he does not feel aggrieved in the least. 

The gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
VeNABLE,] at whom my remarks were aimed more 
than at my colleague, after searching and search- 
ing, and finding that the resolutions were amended, 
came and told me they were amended. I then 


said to the gentleman that I would, in my pub- | 


lished remarks, see that the resolution was inserted 
as amended, and as it was adopted. 
himself perfectly satisfied. Soon after my col- 
league came around to my desk, and told me that 


Mr. VewnasBie had told him the resolutions were | 


amended. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Ididnotsostate. Iwenttothe 
gentleman, when I found these resolutions had been 
sent to the Clerk’s desk. He had before him the 
Congressional Globe, which I could not then get; 
and he then said ‘*that Mr. VenasBie told him 
there was a mistake about the matter—that neither 
of us had voted for the resolutions which were 
read.’”” WhenI complained to him of his mis- 
representing me, by alleging that I voted for a 
series of resolutions when I had not done so, he 
said ‘* he would correct it in the report;’’ but how 
did he correct it? He published the resolutions in 
regard to France—entirely different ones—and not 


| Cummings’s resolutions as amended, but those 


sent to us from the Senate. I did not vote upon 
Cummings’s resolutions. The vote was never 
taken upon them nor were they amended. Now, 


I do 


resolutions superseded them. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have no doubt my col- 
league represents this matter as he understands it. 
For myself, I do not undertake to say how he 
understood it, but I say that the gentleman came 
to me, and as I understood him, stated what I 
have said, and I then told him, that I had corrected 
it by requesting the Reportors to report the reso- 
lutions as adopted, and for which he voted, and I 
then understood him to be entirely satisfied. 


The very first remark I made || 


He declared |! 


Jan. 20, 


| Mr. TAYLOR. I did not express any satis. 
|| faction about it. , 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My colleague then diq not 
cast any Imputation upon me, of havine 
represented him, or of having intended to 

| represent him; but, upon the contrary, gaye 
to understand that he was perfectly Satisfied 
|| One word more in regard to others of my co). 

leagues, [Mr. Barrere and Mr, Campsecy,) I 

had no intention of alluding to them in any map. 

ner whatever. And I will say hére, that not a 
| man of the entire generation of members With 
| whom I served in this Hall, and who have now 

passed away, nor one of those men holding a seq, 

here, was ever personally assailed by me, excep 
| in self-defence; nor while I hold a seat here shall 
| any member upon this floor wantonly charge mo 

with malicious falsehood and escape unscathed, 
One word as to the speech of my colleague abou 
Kossuth and slavery. Is this the place and this 
|| the occasion for my colleague to rise and make » 

speech in regard to slavery—to be eternally agit. 
| ting that agitating subject? [Laughter.] “ Why, 

here I call upon him to correcta misrepresenation, 
and he commences his speech with slavery. 
{Laughter.] Let me tell him and this committee, 
this question of slavery is one which, from the 
|| time | first took my seat in this Hall, I have not 
| hesitated to discuss upon all proper occasions, 
| When I do hesitate to meet it, upon all such occa- 
| sions, let my right arm drop from its socket, but 
| let me protest against these agitators. (Laughter.} 
| Why, you cannot say anything in regard to Kos- 

suth and about Hungary, or about any other sub- 
| ject, but there are men upon this floor who will see 
| the ghost of slavery, abolition, free-soil, or some- 
| thing, else rising up before them; and at it they 
|| will go wind-mill fashion, waging war against it, 
| What provocation has my colleague to come out 
|| and assail the Free-Soil party, the Abolitionists, or 
the public press? Why, does nut the public senti- 
ment of our State stare him in the face and point 
him to aspeedy political grave to which it will con- 

sign the man who tramples upon the popultr sen- 

timent of the day? I very much apprehend, when 
| the proper occasion arrives, these agitators will 

force me into a speech upon this question of sla- 

very, [laughter,] and then let me tell you, that the 

gentleman will be as silent and dumb as an adder. 

You will not coax him into a reply or a speech 
|| when I shall come forward and in a legitimate 

course of argument assail the positions he has so 

long occupied; but here, out of time, out of place, 
and out of order, he pitches into it, as the saying 
is out West, with a perfect looseness. [Laughter.| 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Does the gentleman from 
Ashtabula [Mr. Gippines] yield the floor to his 

|| first colleague? [Mr. Taytor.] 

Mr. OLDS. I rise to a question of order. 

| Mr. TAYLOR. Ido not mean to follow the 
example of the gentleman 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Oxps] rises to a point of order. 

Mr. OLDS. My question of order is this— 
that no gentleman has a right to occupy the floor 
more than once. My other colleague.[Mr. Tar- 
'| Lor] rises to a personal explanation and occupies 

the floor for half an hour, and if this thing is to 
| go on there will be no end to it. I want the floor 

for five minutes for personal explanation, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In order to relieve my col: 
league, however, I will simply say, as this Is 4 
controversy between my two colleagues upon the 
right, [Messrs. Gippines and Taytor,] | have 
myself nothing more to say. Having madea few 

| remarks in respect to my personal connection it 
the matter, I yielded the floor to my furthest co 
league, [Mr. Gippines,] because he was connect: 
ed with the controversy; and I had just now 
yielded the floor to my colleague from the Ross 
district, [Mr. eben I rise again to say that 

| I yield the floor unconditionally. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 

[Mr. Camrsett] had yielded the floor to the gen- 

tleman from Ohio [Mr, Gippin@s} to make a per 

sonal explanation. Then he yielded it to another 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tavien) for personal 
explanation. It is legitimate, in the opinion © 
the Chair, for one gentleman to yield the floor for 

a personal explanation; but it is not legitimate for 

him to yield it for the purpose of making a speech. 

Mr. OLDS. I knowI can hardly claim the at- 
tention of the committee at this late hour of the 

|, day. I donot propose to detain them five minutes, 
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| do not rise for the purpose of entering into this 
fiht between my colleagues upon the other side of 
the House. I trust that when this committee shall 
qain have under consideration the bounty land 
pil they will provide that these gentlenien shall 
have bounty land for services rendered the country, 
iting in this buck-shot war. [{Laughter.] My 

nd from the Scioto district, {Mr. Tayior,| be- 
ine a wily politician, has made some insinuations 
at this time which I am called upon to notice, be- 
‘oe from the same State. I propose to notice his 
wan devotion to the names of General Jackson 
and James Madison. He made the remark, that 
if these illustrious dead should rise and appear 
before the American people, there would not be 
the same exertion to tender honors to them as in 
the case of Kossuth. Why has my friend from 
the Scioto district become so devotedly attached to 
the names of Madison and Jackson as this, that 
he places them among the great men of the coun- 
try? The gentleman has been a party man—he 
has always given his allegiance as a party man; 
and when the illustrious Jackson was alive, and a 
candidate for the highest honors before the Ameri- 
can people, he belonged to the party that carried 
the coffin hand-bills to blacken the name of that 
creat man. Why does he rise nowand place him 
before the American people as one of those to 
whom they will not pay honor before they would 
to the name of Kossuth? It is not to that remark 
particularly to which I wish to call the attention | 
ef the committee. I have observed that he is a 
party man. He knows the condition of his party 
now. He sees the handwriting upon the wall, 
and he knows full well what the interpretation of || 
that handwriting is. Does he stand here for the 
purpose of giving information 
' Mr. TAYLOR, (interposing.) Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question? 1 will 
ask him if he was not opposed to Jackson, and if 
he did not at one time belong to the Whig party 
in Ohio? 

Mr. OLDS, (resuming.) I will reply to the gen- 
tleman. I once belonged to the Whig party; but 
{have done works meet for repentance. Has my 
colleague changed his views relative to General | 
Jackson and James Madison, as I have mine. 

Sir, what I wish to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to at this time is this: the gentleman being a 
party man, and seeing the handwriting upon the 
wall, and knowing well the interpretation, wishes | 
to speak upon this floor, not for the ears of mem- | 
bers, but so that it will reach the ears of Southern- | 
ers—men who will be called before a year shall 
have elapsed to vote for another presidential candi- || 
date. What is the insinuation of my colleague? It | 
is, that these Northern fanatics—F ree-Soilers and 
Abolitionists—are uniting with the Democracy 
for the purpose of getting the ascendency in this 
country. Rew long is it since my friend from the || 
Scioto district [Mr. ‘T'aytor] has eschewed all con- 
nection with abolitionism and free-soilism in Ohio? 
How long is it since his party has eschewed all 
connection of that kind? Has not his party, in 
Ohio, been united with every ism in the country? 
Did not his party unite with Anti-Masonry for 
the purpese of political ee Has not his | 
party in Ohio for years perambulated that State, 
eajoled, coaxed, and courted Abolitionism and 
Free-Soilism, for the purpose of gaining the power 
of the State? Did they in their convention of the 
3d July dare to come out and express any opinion | 
upon the compromise measures, on one side or 
the other? No, sir. They did not dare do it: an 
important election was soon to come off. Free- 
Soil votes were necessary to their success. They 
evaded the question by merely saying the ‘* com- 
promise was not a Whig measure.’’ Butin order 
to eonciliate the Free-Soil vote of Ohio, what did 
they do? They nominated as one of their candi- 
dates for the supreme bench of the State, a man 
who declared in the convention that amended the 
constitution of our State, that office should not be 
bestowed upon or withheld from any man on ac- 
count of the color of his skin, and that if there was 
a black man in his county qualified to discharge the 
duties of magistrate, and the people approved of 
him for that office, he had no objection to his fill- 
img it, They took this man as one of their can- 
didates for the bench of the supreme court of Ohio, 
in order to conciliate the Free-Soil party. But the 
bait did not take. The Free-Soilers held their 
separate convention, and nominated a full ticket. 

hat then, gir, did the gentleman’s party do? 
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Why it was said—though I do not make the charge 
upon this floor—that their candidates for State aud- 
itor and State treasurer bargained with the F'ree- 
Soil candidate to withdraw from the contest, so 
that they might get the Free-Soil vote. ‘This | do 
know and here assert: just upon the eve of the elec- 
tion, and when it was too late for the Free-Soilers to 
calla new convention, the Whig candidate for treas- 
urer of the State visited the neighborhood of the 
residence of the Free-Soil candidate, who shortly 
afterwards declined the nomination of the Free-Soil 
party. Upon this, the Central Committee of the 
Free-Soil party came out in a circular, in which 
they said that they would not direct the name of 
the Whig candidate to be printed upon their ticket; 
yet they should feel constrained to vote for him; 
and recommended the Free-Soilers to do likewise, 
because the nominating committee of the Free- 
Soil convention had, in their first report, named 


' the Whig candidate as the Free-Soil candidate 
|'also. But now, when the election is over, and 


when the Democrats of Ohio have triumphed by 
ten thousand majority over the Whigs and Free- 
Soilers combined, and elected aclean Democratic 
ticket from end to end, now my friend from the 
Ross district [Mr. Taytor] rises on this floorand 
denounces the Free-Soil party, who are no longer 
of any use, and declares to the Democrats of the 
South that the Free-Soilers are in league with the 
Democrats of the North. The gentleman is a 
wily politician. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Will my col- 
league give way for a single question? 

Mr. OLDS. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 do not undertake to say 
that some of the remarks of my colleague in rela- 
tion to the Whig party of Ohio are not true. It 
is very true that the W hig party of that State have 
uniformly declared themselves opposed to the ex- 
tension of slavery, &c.; but if | understand the 


| current of the gentleman’s remarks, he desires to 


cast some sort of odium upon the Whig party for 
having taken that position. Now, 1 rise merely 
for the purpose of making an inquiry of the gen- 


| tleman, as he is going over in detail the political 


proceedings of our State, and that is, whether it 
was not the Democratic party of Ohio who elected 
to the Senate of the United States the present senior 
Senator, Mr. Cuase? I put that question to my 
colleague for the purpose of showing that the 
Democratic party, as well as the Whig party, has 
been indulging in that way somewhat. | Laughter. ] 

Mr. OLDS. Iam glad to have an opportunity 
to reply to that point, for it appears to me that 
there is a point there, and if the House will in- 
dulge me a moment, I will tell an anecdote in rela- 
tion to it. The anecdote was told me by Colonel 
Powell, of Kentucky, now the Democratic Gov- 
ernor of that State. There was an old man away 
down in his neighborhood who was always a can- 
didate for office, and when a candidate published 
long political essays to the country. His name 
was Jones, and he had been so long a candidate for 
office that they called him ‘ Live-forever Jones.” 
One fine day he came to Colonel Powell and said: 
‘* Colonel, | have got a political essay that | wish 
to have your opinion upon.’’ The Colonel took 
it and read it through, and then remarked that it 
was very well written, but that he could see no 


oo it. ** You cannot see any point in it?’’ said 


ones; and then he took the essay and read it over 
paragraph by paragraph. Still the Colonel said 
that although it was very well written, excellent 
grammar, good rounded periods, still he could see 
no point in it. ** Well,’’ said the old man, ‘ that’s 
just what I want; now I’ve got my essay with- 
| out any point; for when [I make a point, they 
always get meon apoint.”’ [A laugh.] It strikes 
me that my friend over the way has made a point, 
'and I should not be surprised if I got him on 
that point. Now, who was the alternative of- 
fered to the Democrats when they elected Mr. 
Cuase to the United States Senate? Who was 
the candidate of the Whig party? Why, Tom 
Ewing—* Butcher Tom,’’ as he is called—was 
a candidate, and Tom Corwin was a candidate. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh no; he did not need to 
be a candidate, for he was then in the Senate of 
the United States, and his tern: had not expired. 
Mr. OLDS. My friend is right: Mr. a 
had already beea rewarded, by an election by the 
Whigs and Free-Soilers of Ohio, in part payment 
of important servicés rendered his party in per- 











have a letter in his pocket from General Taylor to 
the Free-Soilers of Ohio, pledging the General to 
the maintenance of the Wilmot proviso, though he 
was never willing to show the letter. Such was 
the man who had been elected Senator by the 
Whigs, and Tom Ewing was no better; and 
the Democrats of Ohie, by a combination with 
the Iree-Soilers, elected a man who, although a 
Free-Soiler, was a thorough, radical Democrat— 
right upon the tariff—right upon the currency— 
right upon all the great radical questions of the 
Democracy of Ohio, with the exception, perhaps, 
of this slavery question, There was, perhaps, 
one point on which he may have differed from the 
Democrats of Ohio, but being right on all others, 
what were the Democrats to do? Were they to 
sit still and see ** Butcher Tom’’ sent to the Senate 
rather than vote for Mr. Cuase, who is a thor- 
ough, radical Democrat upon all questions but 
upon the question of slavery? But pray, who is 
the junior Senator from the State of Ohio [Mr. 
W ave} who was elected last winter by a combi 
nation of the Whigs and Free-Soilers? Does he 
not go the same length as Mr. Cuase upon the 
slavery question? But such has been the state of 
things in Ohio, that the Free-Soil party have held 
the balance of power, and both parties have been 
obliged to coalesce with them. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I want to know of my col- 
league, whether he intends publicly before the 
nation to declare, that both parties are under the 
control of, and obligations to, the Free-Soilers ? 
{Laughter. 

Mr. OLDS. That is the very point at which 
I was about to arrive, and the very point that my 
friend from the Ross district [Mr. Tayior] is trying 
to avoid now, by severing the connection between 
the Whigs and Free-Soilers. Yes, the Free-Soilers 
have held the control of the State elections. The 


| Legislature was so organized that neither the Dem- 
| ocratic party nor the Whig party had a majority 


of all the votes upon joint ballet, and therefore, in 
the election of a United States Senator or a State 
officer, the Free-Soilers held the balance of power, 
and the Democrats could not elect a United States 
Senator, unless they selected a man who was a 
Democrat, it is true, but holding free-soil doctrines. 
Sir, the Whigs had taught us the potency of such 
means; they had often practised them. They 
have always been more adroit in their use than 
the Democracy. They out-generaled us last win- 
ter; as manifested in the election of the junior 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wape.] They tried by 
skillful manwuvres to use the Free-Soilers in our 
last fall’s election; but they failed. The day, as 
my friend from the Ross district [Mr. Tayior] 
well knows, has gone by when the Free-Soilers 


| can be of any use to the Whigs of Ohio. The 
roe the State have spoken through the ballot- 


yoxes, and given ten thousand majority for the 

Democrats, over both Whigs and Free-Soilers, and 

now my colleague [Mr. Taytor] is willing to 

coalesce with Southern gentlemen, and would have 

Southern Democrats believe that the Northern 

Whigs are with them. Let me raise my warning 

voice, and say to my Southern friends, Beware of 
these Birney Roorbacks! Beware of the Whigs 
of Ohio, who have been wedded to the Free-Soil- 

ers and Abolitionists, from the first dawn of polit- 

ical Free-Soilism in Ohio! But now, when they 

can no longer be of any use in obtaining State 
power, the gentleman wishes to sever the con- 
nection, and he calls upon this House to divorce 
the Whig party from that marriage contract made 
with the Free-Soil party of Ohio. He wishes now 

to take to his bosom the Southern people, and to 
make them believe that the Whigs of Ohio have 
been standing up for the peculiar institutions of 
the South. The gentleman would give the im- 
pression, by his argument on this floor, that the 
Northern Democrats are against the people of the 
South, and that the Northern Whigs are on 
their side, and yet when you look at the record of 
the vote on the passage of the fugitive slave bill, 
you will find twenty-seven Northern» Democrats 
to three Northern Whigs, voting for that measure— 
although I admit that my colleague was one of 
those three. 

I care nothing about this Kossuth vote; it is a 
mere matter of moonshine with me. I care noth- 
ing about the quarrel between my two colleagues; 
but let me give the cheering intelligence to the 
House, that my colleague from the Ashtabula 


| ambulating the Western Reserve, pretending to || district (Mr. Ginpies) holds a decided advantage 
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over my other colleague from the Ross district, |! Young, of York county, Pennsylvania, praying compensa 


{Mr. Tavior.} 
Congressional purposes this session of our Legis- 
Jature. The Democracy will do this work; and I 
doubt not that it will be well done. The gentle- 


man from the Abolition district [Mr. Gippines} 
will come back to this Houseagain. His district 


Our State will be redistricted for | 


| 
} 
} 
| 


18 sO situated that we cannotattach enough democ- | 


racy to it, to oust him from his seat. 
life tenure upon this floor; but my colleague from 
the Ross district has no such tenure. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, next obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California. Will the 
gentleman from Virginia yield me the floor fora 
moment? I desire, before the committee rises, to 
offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BAYLY. | have no objection to yield it 
for that purpose, 4 ; 

Mr. MARSHALL. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill which has been under discussion, 
or ought to have been under discussion, all morn- 
ing. My amendment is in these worda: 

Provided, That the President may cause the payment to 
be made atsuch time and in such manner as will be most 
acceptable to the Governinent of Mesico. 


He holds a |} 


I do not, of course, wish to discuss this amend- | 


ment pow, but | have some few observations upon 
it, which I shall wish to submit at a more suitable 
time than the present. 
mittee rise. 

The question was put and agreed to. 
The committeeaccordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr. 
Joxes} reported that the Cormmittee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and partic- 
ularly House bill No. 46, providing for carrying 
into execution in further part the twelfth article 


] now move that the com- | 


of the treaty concluded with Mexico at Guada- | 


lupe Hidalgo, but had come to no conclusion 
thereon. 
Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported back as correctly enrolled— 
An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to issue a register to the brie Ada; and : 
An act to provide a room for the Congressional 
library. 


On motion by Mr. FOWLER, the House then | 


adjourned, 


NOTICE OF BILL. 
Mr. MACE gave notice that he would on to morrow, or 
some subsequent day, introduce a ** Bill to provide for the 
settlement of claims against the United States.”’’ 


PETITIONS, &ce. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Samuel W. 
Jones, William R. White, Charles Macasester, and others, 
interested in the claims upon the United States for spolia- 
tions on the property of American citizens prior to the 
year 1801, petitioning Congress to pass a law for their 
speedy liquidation. 

Also, the memorial of Rdward A. Lowder & Co., Michael 
Errickson, John 8. Newlin, and others, citizens of the 
States of Pennsylvania, Delaware, and New Jersey, peti- 
tioning Congress to make appropriations, at the present 
session, for the erection of a suitable pier and harbor in the 
Delaware river and bay as will afford shelter to vessels 
navigating them. 

Also, the memorial of John H. Parker, Henry M. Zol- 
lickoffer, Nicola Manachesi, and others, citizens of the 
State of Pennsylvania, petitioning Congress to pass a law 
to prohibit the banishment, deportation, or immigration, 
from foreign countries to the United States, of all convicts, 
felons, and paupers, publiciy recognized as such in their 
own country. 

By Mr. HENN: A petition of Orson Hyde and 45 
others, asking for the creation of a new land district in the 
portion of the State of Towa, and for the location of the 
land office therefor at Kanesville. 

Also, the petition of George 
Others upon the same subject. 

Also, the petition of 8S. T. Cary and 
nature. 

By Mr. PORTER: The petition of Lloyd Dorsey, of 
Missouri, asking permission to enter, at the minimum 


W. Armstrong and 60 


28 others, of a like 


price, certain picees of landin St. Charles county, Missouri, | 
within the unconfirmed claim of Francis Smith, deceased. | 


ty Mr. ROBBINS: 


The petition of John H. Scott and | 


&4 others, citizens of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to | 
pass a Jaw to prohibit the deportation of all convicts, felons, | 


aud paupers, publicly recognized as such at home in their 
own countries. 


By Mr. AVERETT: The petition of 303 citizens of the | 


third Congressional district in Virginia, praying that the 
office of Chaplain be abolished. 


By Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE: The memorial of Charles | 
Avery and others, citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, | 


praying for the construction of a ship canal around the 
fats of the river St. Marie, Michigan. 
By Mr. KURTZ: The petition and papers of Henry 


| 


tion for disability incurred im the service of the United 
States during the war with Mexico. 

By Mr. KUHMNS: The petition of Frederick Willyard, of 
Westmoreland county, in Pennsylvania, praying fora pen- 
sion. 

By Mr. LANE: The petition of citizens of Oregon rela- 
tive to the custom house at Pugit’s Sound. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE: The memorial of Lewis 
Peterson and others, citizens of Alleghany county, Pennsy}- 
vania, praying for such a modification of the present rates 
of duty as will afford adequate protection to the manutac- 
turers of salt. 

Also, the petition of R. Moyle and others, praying for a 
national canal at the Falls of St. Marie, Michigan. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A memorial ef the citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, signed by Bebert M. Lee and 34 others, praying 
to modify the bounty land act of September 28th, 
1850, so asto give to each of the persons intended to be 
benefited by the said act, and to seamen and marines who 
served in nava} war, not less than 160 acres of land. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The meinoria} of the Presidents of 
the Marine Insurance Companies of Philadelphia, asking 
that a ** Might ship,’? with a **fog bill,”? be placed in the 
Slur near Cape Roman, South Carolima. 

Also, the memoria} of the Presidents of the Marine In 
surance Companies of Philadelphia, asking Congress to 
increase the salary of the judge of the United States court 
at Key West. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Charles West and 
others, of Massachusetts, asking that the appropriation 
made by the Thirty first Congress for a light- house at 
Holines’s Hole, may be applied, by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, to the erection of three beacon or bug lights, 
according to the recommendation in the report of the Su- 
perintendent of the Coast Survey. 

Ky Mr. ROBBINS: The memorial of John 8S. Mayne, 
of Philadelphia, one of the heirs of Dr. Sainuel McKenzie, 
Surgeon of the Penusylvania Continental Line in the revolu- 
tionary war, claiming conmnutation or five years’ full pay. 

By Mr. WELCH: The petinen of A. 8. Tidd, asking 
to have his road from Long Bottom to Tupper’s Plains, in 
Meigs county, Ohio, declared a post route 

By Mr. CABELL: The memorial of Joseph R. Croskey, 
Consul at Cowes, England, tor reimbursement lor extraor- 
dinary expenses incurred in the public service. 


Congres 


IN SENATE. 
W epnespay, January 21, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a report of the De- 
partment of State, containing copies of the corre- 
spondence which has taken place between that 
Department and the Minister of the United States 
in Paris, respecting the political occurrences which 
have recently taken place in France; which was 
read. 

On motion by Mr. MANGUM, it was 

Ordered, Vhat it be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 

| Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the Lith December, 1851, a copy of the 

| proceedings of the general court-martial convened 

/ in this city the 23d of June, 1851, for the trial of 
Brevet Brigadier General George Talcott, Colonel 
of Ordnance; which was read. 

On motion by Mr. CLARKE, it was 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 9th December, 1851, a report of the 

| Chief Topographical Engineer, in relation to inun- 
dations of the Mississippi river, with estimates of 


the appropriation required to complete the sur- | 


veys and investigations heretofore directed; which 
was read. 

Mr. DOWNS moved that it be printed, and 
that two thousand additional copies be printed, 
three hundred of which for the use of the Topo- 
graphical Bureau. 

That motion goes to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of March 12, 1851, a report on the 
statistics and history of the steam marine of the 
United States; which was read. 


Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. CLARKE presented the petition of Julia 
M. Lawrence, widow of James Lawrence, a naval 
.Officer, and one of the captors of the frigate Phil- 


Jan. 20, 


which was referred to the Committee on N 
Affairs. = 
Mr. BELL presented the memorial of the leon} 
representatives of Isaac McCoy, deceased 22 
ing the allowance of certain items rejected by th 
accounting officers in the settlement of his a 
counts as Indian Commissioner in 1840 and 184}. 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. c 

Mr. SEWARD submitted a document in rels. 
tion to the claim of the widow of Brigadier Cn 
eral Belknap to a pension; which was referred . 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Sarah 
A. Watson, widow of Lieutenant Colone! Wil. 
ham H. Watson, preying a continuance of hor 
pension; which was referred to the Committee , 
Pensions. 

Also, a memorial of merchants, underwriters 
and others, of Baltimore, Maryland, praying Cop. 
gress to authorize a survey of certain shoals in the 
China Seas, the Straits ef Gaspar, and Java Sea 
which le in the tracks of vessels proceeding - 
and trom China; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted an additional 
document in relation to the claim of William §. 
Waller; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of H, 
S. Kenny, praying compensation for subsistence, 
forage, and other supplies, furnished to a company 
of ‘Vexas volunteers in 1849; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of Jasper county, lowa, praying the cor- 
rection of an error in the entry of certain lands by 
Meshech Dearinger and Wilhtam Dearinger; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of lowa, praying 
a grant of land to that State for the construction 
of a railroad from Burlington to the Missouri 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. WADE presented the proceedings of the 
City Council of the city of Cincinnati, in favor of 
an appropriation for -the purchase of the private 
stock of the Louisville and Portland Canal, a 
reduction of the tolls, and an enlargement of the 
Canal; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 


aval 


s pray- 


n 


, 


CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. 


Mr. DOWNS. I have in my possession a pe- 
tition of Daniel N. Pope, one of the claimants for 
indemnity against Mexico, who prays that some 
rrovision may be made for the reinvestigation of 
us claim. I have also a similar petition from 
Andrew J. Brame. There are now several peti- 
tions before the Senate on this subject, which have 
been presented by myself and other Senators, of 
which the Senate has made no disposition. I see 
that the honorable Senator from New Jersey, 
[Mr. Srockxtron,] who made the motion the other 
day to refer these memorials to a select commit- 
tee, is now in his seat. I now make the same 
motion which he then made, and I will state that 
J was mistaken the other day in relation to that 
matter. I understood the Chair to say that the 
motion at that time pending was*to refer the 
memorial which he presented to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. I have since understood 
that the Senator from New Jersey moved to refer 
it to a select committee. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I understood the Senator 
from New Jersey to move to refer to a select 
committee, 

The PRESIDENT. No, sir; he suggested 
that he would make that motion at the proper 
time. 

Mr. DOWNS. Then I make the motion now. 
I will state that 1 have looked into these memo- 
rials with some care, and I think that the subject 
to which they relate is important, and that it re- 
quires serious and laborious examination. The 
memorialists make complaints of so serious a na- 
ture, that I think itis indispensably necessary, in 
justice to them, that a full investigation should 
take place. The only objection I have to these 
memorials going to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations is, that their other avocations are so import- 
ant that the committee will not be able to devote 
the necessary time to the consideration of this sub- 


| adelphia, praying to be allowed prize money; || ject. As I said the other day, these memorials 
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" very similar in their nature to those in rela- | 
wt to the claims for French spoliations, and are | 
properly referable to any of the standing com- 
se of the Senate. Hence l think that, like 
oa memorials in reference to French spoliation 
sims, they should go to a select committee. Be- | 
_des, the petitioners request that a select commit | 
tee be appointed with power to send for persons 
nd papers. Te 
| would state that there are some things in the 
_ompedings of this board which seem to me as- 
‘nishing. 1 find that several memorialists repre- | 
ent that their claims on being presented were 
vated to be admitted, subject to the future order 
‘he board, and afterwards some of them had 
von reduced to one half of the sum which they 
rad claimed, and that some were rejected alto- 
ther. The first idea was, that they had per- 
rang reserved them in order to make a pro rata 
vcribution, but on examination I find that that 
dcoretion was not left to the board, but to the Sec- 
tary of the Treasury after the returns were made. 
There is another very serious matter set forth 
y the memorialists, and that is, that when the | 
jcisions were made they were never informed of 
their nature. ‘They say that in some particular 
cases this information was given, but that although 
anplication was repeatedly made to know the 
rounds on which their claims were rejected, in 
order that if there were any errors a reconsidera- 
tion might be obtained, and although they were 
promised from time to time that such opportuni- 
ties would be afforded, yet that until the commis- 
sion was closed they were not allowed to examine 
and see the grounds on which their claims were 
Not only was that the case, but it was 
aitended with this very singular circumstance— 
these papers were all returned to the office of the 
Secretary of State and there sealed up. There is | 
no reason that I know of, why they should be 
kept secret; certainly after the Board examined 
the claims, the claimants ought to have an oppor- 
tunity of looking into the grounds of the decision, | 
and see what was done in relation to their claims. | 
Yet am informed, on good authority, though not | 
oficially, that these papers, since they have been 
returned, have been put under seal; so that the par- 
ties cannot get any information which may be 
necessary for the further investigation of their 
claims. | 

These things may all be very right, but they 
seem tome very strange; and | think that when 
0 many persons are calling for relief, an investi- 
gation ought to take place. 1 therefore move that | 
these memorials which I have presented be referred | 
toa select committee of five, with power to send 
for persons and papers. I wish also to include | 
those memorials which have heretofore been pre- 
sented in relation to this subject, but which have | 
beeu laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT. That cannot be done with- 
out moving to take them from the table. 

Mr. DOWNS. Then I confine my motion to 
the memorials which I have now presented. 

Mr. MANGUM. Mr. President, I hope that | 
the motion of the honorable Senator from Louisi- | 
aia will not be aeceded to by the Senate. I sup- 
pose that the standing committees of this body are 
capable of passing upon all questions which may 
arise, This is a question which is appropriate to 
‘he Committee on Foreign Relations. I would 
it say anything upon this subject, but for the | 
‘act that¢he chairman of the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations [Mr. Mason] is absent. 

In all the numerous commissions which have 
originated in this country during the time I have 
served in the Congress of the United States, I have 
vever Known a case where persons disappointed in 
heir expectations with regard to claims, have not 
‘omplained of the injustice and unfairness with | 
which they were treated. But when we have de- 
pited and delegated to these-commissioners the | 
adjustment of claims, nothing but a most flagrant 
‘ase should tempt or induce Congress to interpose. 

move that the memorial be referred to the Com- | 
nittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT. As the Committee on 

oreign Relations is a standing committee, the first | 
question will be on the reference to that committee. 
Mr. DOWNS. I should perhaps have no very 
"lous objection to the reference of the memorials 
0 that committee, but for the fact that a prominent | 
member of that committee has expressed a very | 
eeided opinion in reference to this matter, and 
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seemed to have very much the same idea about the 
claims that the Commissioners had, that is, that all 
the injustice was done to Mexico, and none to the 
claimants, and that it was a duty to oppose them, 
and cut their claims down as much as possible. I 
think, if gentlemen will-look into these claims, 
they will find them to be of a very different char- 
acter. Many of these claims, and one which | 
presented some time ago, were admitted by a for- 


| mer Board of Commissioners of at least as high 


authority and dignity as the last Board, but were 
referred on some points to the umpire, and were 
not decided by him. 

These claims, | take it, are clearly recognized 
as being entitled to be liquidated by a subsequent 
treaty. In the case to which I have alluded as 
having been presented by me some time since, an 
order was made by the Board that the claim should 
be allowed, subject to the future order of the 
Board, yet when the future order of the Board 
came, they rejected the claim altogether. 

1 think that a matter of this importance requires 
some investigation. It may be all right; and if it 
is, it will not suffer by investigation. The gen- 
tleman seems to think that these complaints should 
not be listened to, and that there will always be 
complaints of this character. Perhaps the Senator 
ig Not aware that it was never expected by our 
negotiator in Mexico, or by the Government here, 
or by the people generally, that the amount of three 
millions and a quarter of dollars stipulated in the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo should be the only 
compensation which the United States would make. 


| That was urged as an objection by the Mexican 
| negotiators when the treaty was made; but Mr. Trist 
| replied to them, that although that amount was 





fixed, still that was not necessarily to be the limit 
to which the United States would go—that there 
was no reason why they should not pay a greater 
amount if claims to a greater amount were justly 
due. And when we take into consideration the 
fact that these claims were presented against Mex- 
ico, and that when we were enforcing them against 
that Government we did not fix them at three mil- 
lions and a quarter, but at some eight millions of 
dollars, itis very strange indeed that we should 
now confine the claims to that limit of three millions 
andaquarter. But | understand, further, that the 
Board, so far from going beyond the three mil- 
lions and a quarter, which was evidently contem- 
plated by the treaty, have fallen short of it, and 
that forty thousand dollars of that amount has not 
been absorbed, and that Mexico has perhaps al- 
ready laid claim to that surplusas belonging to 
her, because this Government stipulated to pay 
that amount, and she claims that she is entitled to 
any surplus which may remain if the amount is 
not paid. She is certainly entitled to it, if the 
soard have acted fairly and justly, but she is not 
entitled to it if these claimants have not been fairly 
treated. 

All I ask and all I wish ts, that a thorough in- 
vestigation of this matter shall take place; and I 
am more anxious that these memorials should now 
be referred to a select committee, because the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina seems to intimate 
very clearly that they will receive very little quarter 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, because 
he thinks that all such claims are apt to be wrong. 

Mr. MANGUM. I was not present when this 
motion was made on a former day; but I under- 
stand that the chairman of the committee on Foreign 
Relations then gave some indications of an opinion 
upon this subject. 1 know not what his opinions 
were; but there is not a Senator in this body who 
is acquainted with the ability and remarkable lib- 
erality of the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relationsavho would not be willing to trust 
anything to his judgment, no matter what might 
have been his first impression. 

The honorable Senator from Louisiana says that 
this subject requires some investigation. I need 
not say anything as to the capability of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to investigate the sub- 
ject. At its head stands one of the most eminent 
and able lawyers of this body, [Mr. Mason.] 
The second member on that committee [Mr. 
Dovetas] is a prominent candidate for President 
of the United States. ‘There are others of us on 
that committee, very humble, to be sure; but yet 
I think that that committee may~be trusted as 
capable of investigating almost any question rela- 
ting to their appropriate sphere of duty. 
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this body is of very recent origin. It is only on 
rare oceasions, when the Union is shaking to 
its foundation, that the Senate have decided to 
depart from its usual and settled .practice, and 
appoint select committees. The Union will suffer 
no detriment if these claims should never be al- 
lowed. | hope the country will do justice to all 
claimants. : ' 


———-- ee — 


But the Senator entirely misconceives 
what I said, if he understood me as having ex- 
pressed an opinion that these claims which have 
been rejected ought not to have a fair hearing. So 
far from it, when the interposition of this body shall 
become necessary for the purpose of setting the 
matter right, | trust I shall be found ready to go 
as far as anybody. 

The aggregate amount of ability of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations is well understood by 
this body. The two first members of it ought at 
least to give it currency in this body, and place it 
on an equal footing with any select committee 
which can be raised. I trust that on a mere ques- 
tion of private claim we shall not depart from the 
usual and dignified course of the Senate by ap- 
pomting a select cOmmittee to pay money to per- 
sons who it hes been decided are not entitled to it, 

Mr. DOWNS. I hope that the Senator from 
North Carolina will not understand me as object- 
ing to the reference of these memorials to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I have no objection 
to that committee. I disclaim any such idea. I 
have a8 much respect and as much confidence in 
the members of that committee as any Senator. 
But I stated before that | wished this subject to 
be referred to a select eommittee, because | thought 
the labers of the Committee on Foreien Relations 
in reference to other questions were so creat that 
they could not devote the time and attention to 
the consideration of this subject which it seems to 
me to require. 

I think the honorable Senator is entirely mis- 
taken in one point. He says that it has not been 
the custom of the Senate to refer questions to select 
committees, except in the case of great questions, 
where the Union has been in danger. I need only 
remind the Senate of a case which happened at 
the last session of Congress, and at this session in 
reference to a question which did not affect the 
Union at all. | 
spoliations,. 


refer to the claims for French 
These are exactly such claims as 
those. They are claims against a foreign Govern- 
ment, which have been relinquished against that 
Government and prefe rred against our own; and, 
therefore, they cease to be connected with our for- 
eign relations, because we have taken their pay- 
ment upon ourselves. 

Mr. MANGUM. The French spoliation claims 
involve the payment of from $5,000,000 to 
$10,000,000. 

Mr. DOWNS. How does the Senator know 
that this may not involve the payment of 
$5,000,000? ~ 

Mr. MANGUM. If it should 
amount it would be very astonishing. 

Mr. DOWNS. 
as the Senator seems to suppose, becaus¢ the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo has made provision 
for $3,250,000, whereas our Government asserted, 
when prosecuting these claims against Mexico, 
that there should be paid $8,000,000. It may turn 
out that this difference of $5,000,000 ts due to 
these claimants. Ido not know how the fact may 
be. Hence, it cannot be so astonishing as the 
Senator seems to suppose. However, that is not 
material. This is a case very analogous to that 
of the claims for French spoliations; and, there- 
fore, | would have moved to refer these memorials 
to a select committee. 

The Senator from North Carolina is mistaken 
in saying that the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations said anything on this subject 
when it was before us a few days ago. I recol- 
lect that he was not here at that time, and that his 
colleague [Mr. Hunter] suggested that the memo- 
rials upon this subject ought to go to the Commit- 
tee on Foreizn Relations. — I suppose it was that 
to which the Senator had reference. © 

Again: it would be no want of confidence in the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to refer those 
memorials to a selectcommittee. I made the mo- 
tion because I thought that a more thorough and 
sifting investigation could be had by a committee 
specially charged with this business. I cannot 
see with what propriety the Senate should send 


involve that 


It might not be so astonishing 
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prior to 1801 to select committees, session after 


session, and now refuse a select committee to an- 
other set of claimants standing very much in an 
analogous position. I do not see why we should 


make this distinetion. I hope, therefore, that 


these memorials will be referred to a select com- | 


miltiee, 

Mr. HALE. I have not heard any of these 
petitions read. In order that I may vote under- 
standingly on the subject, I would like to hear 
one of them read. 

The PRESIDENT. 
petitions on this subject. 

Mr. HALE. Let one of them be read. 

Mr. BRADBURY. It would occupy an hour. 

Mr. HALE. Well, can any ene give me an 
abstract of one of the petitions? Do they allege 
corruption? because if they do, I believe it. If 
there were three millions of money to be disbursed 
by the Government without there being corruption 


There are a number of 


in the transaction, it would form an exception to | 


the generalrule. Andif there was not corruption, 
if these claims were honestly investigated, whoever 
heard of parties litigant going before a tribunal, 
and both plaintiff and defendant being satisfied 
with the result? ‘You have instituted this Commis- 
sion, and the money has been, or is about to be 
paid out. Some of the parties are dissatisfied and 
complain of gross injustice. I have no doubt of 
itin the least. And if you were to institute an- 
other commission, and disburse three millions 
more, there would be twice as many dissatisfied 
then as there are now, and the number of claims 
would be increased. Instead of lessening the 
amount of the claims, you would increase them; 
and you would increase the dissatisfaction. If it 
is supposed that by multiplying commissions and 
increasing the amount of payments, you would 
decrease the amount of dissatisfaction, it will be 
found to be a great mistake. 

if there be a charge of corruption, I hope it will 
be made definite; and I hope the Senate will take 
some course to vindicate the Government against 
abuses of that sort. But I can tell these claim- 
ants, that if they are suffering under corruption, 
they are notalone. ~Why, it is said that when 
the late President of the United States, General 
Taylor, came to take his seat at the head of the 
administration of the Goverment, the poor old 
gentleman came with the idea that he was going 


to drag this Government back to its original pu- | 


rity. The task proved too strong for his Hercu- 
lean powers, and he fainted and died under it; 
and so would any man. It cannot be done. Cor- 
ruption is the history of the day, and it will be 
found not only in this commission, but in a great 


many other places. If there is acharge I hope it 
will be made definite. If there is not general dis- 


satisfaction; but if there is a definite charge made 
of corruption, perjury, forgery, or anything of 
that sort, then I would be willing to investigate it, 
and go as far as anybody. 1 
a case where there is dissatisfaction on the part of 
claimants on account of their claims not -being 
paid, it is an idle task, itis perfectly useless, to 
undertake to satisfy them. Itis for this reason 
that I asked for the reading of some one of the peti- 
tions, that I might see whether a specific charge 
of corruption was preferred against anybody. 

The PRESIDENT. One of the memorials 
will be read if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. DOWNS. I can state briefly the nature of 
the memorials. 

Mr. HALE. Llamvwilling to take the statement 
of the honorable Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. DOWNS. The honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire is mistaken in supposing that 
the memorialists charge corruption. I understand 
them to charge no such thing. But they do charge 
that injustice has been done them; that there is a 
mysiery about the matter; that the investigation has 
not been as public as such things ought to be; that 
they were never informed until the Board had 
closed its sessions of the nature of the objections 
tg their claims, although they were promised an 
ofportunity ; and that, finally, the grounds of the 
decisions and all the papers were sent to the office 
of the Secretary of State, and there sealed up. 

These memorialists do not ask that their claims 
should be paid as they represent them; but they 
state the circumstances under which the awards of 


the Board were made; and that previously some of | 


those claims which have now been rejected, were 
allowed by Boards of Commissioners of as high 





But if this is merely | 
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respectability as any board that ever sat on sim- | 
ilar claims. ‘They complain that claims have been 
rejected by the late Board of Commissioners, and 
that no reasons for their rejection had been made | 
public, or placed in a form to be accessible to the 
claimants. They ask that this veil of secrecy, 
which is so inconsistent with our course of pro- 
ceedings generally, in courts of justice and every 
where else, should be removed, and that the mat- 
ter should be looked into. It may turn out that 
these claims were properly rejected. If so, the 
first duty of a select committee, if one should be 
appointed, would be to report that fact. In my 
opinion these memorialists are justly dissatisfied 
with this state of things, and they merely ask that 


if their complaints of injustice are not well found- 
ed. If they are well founded, certainly it is the 
duty of the Government to interpose and render 
them justice. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that 
when parties go before a tribunal, the disappointed 
party will be dissatisfied. But 1 would ask, have 
these parties not a right to be dissatisfied, since 
these investigations have not taken the usual 
course? Where was the necessity for the pro- 
ceedings of the Board to be kept secret? Why 
were not the decisions made as in all other courts? 
Why were not the records open to those persons, 
that they might see upon what grounds their 
claims were rejected ? s all our courts, even in 
the highest courts, there is always an opportunity 
for a reconsideration and revision of opinions. 
W hat would we think of one of our courts of justice, 


whether a subordinate or a supreme court, if, when | 


they rendered a decision, they should keep it secret, 
and keep the records and documents in the case 
a sealed book, not allowing the parties interested 
to look into them until the proceedings of the court 
were closed, and then to say that their decision 
was final and irrevocable, and could never be looked 
into? What sort of justice would that be? 

I know nothing of this transaction except what 
I learn from the representations of the memorial- 
ists, who are most of them respectable persons; 
and I say that they do make outa very strong case 
for the investigation of a select committee. That 
is alll ask. If the committee, after investigation, 


shall report that these claims were rightly disal- | 
lowed, I shall not have a word to say. ButI | 


think that the memorialists make out a case which 
entitles them to have the subject considered by a 
select committee. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair must interpose. 
This discussion is not in order. It is not in order 
to go into the discussion of the merits of a case 
upon the simple question whether the memorials 
shall be referred to a select committee or to a 
standing committee. 

Mr. MANGUM. I rose for the purpose of 
making, in substance, that very remark. No one 
present, that I have yet heard, has hinted the 
slightest degree of opposition to the reinvestigation 
of this matter. 
ate is, whether these memorials shall go to a reg- 
ular committee or to a special committee. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion to refer these memorials, which have been 
presented by the Senator from Louisiana, to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DOWNS. My motion was to refer them 
to a select committee of five. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is aware of 
that, but a motion having been made to refer them 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, that mo- 
tion has precedence, and is first to be put. 

The motion to refer the memorials to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations was akreed to—ayes | 


25, noes 12. 
On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 


Ordered, That all similar memorials on the files, presented 


during the present session, be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the petition and papers of Bryan Callaghan 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate. 


On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Arabella J. Strong, widow 
and executrix of Lorenzo N. Clarke, on the files of the Sen- 
ate, be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of the Towa militia 


| claim, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 


On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 
| 


The only question before the Sen- | 
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tee on Military Affairs; and that the letters of the 
of War and the Adjutant General, accompanying 
be printed. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of McKe 
chanan, a purser in the Navy, on the files of the 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. WHITCOMB, it w 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the ec} 
ministrator of Major Wade, a quartermaste 
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| referred to the Committee of Claims. be 
On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 
Ordered, That the heirs of Andrew D. Crosby have lenvs 


to withdraw their petition and papers. 


Ordered, That the petition of George Barrell ang s \ 
8. Wilder, on the files of the Senate, in behalf of no 
selves andthe other heirs of the owners of the ship &(% 
lumbia”’ and sloop “‘ Washington,”’ be referred to the Coy, 
mittee on Public Lands. ” 


On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of John ¥ 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Comm 
Indian Affairs. 


Vatson, 
itkee on 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have been requestej 
to ask leave to withdraw the papers of Williqn 
Zollikoffer, who petitioned Congress at the |as; 
| session fora pension. [am informed that ther 
| was an unfavorable report in that case, but that jt 
was not acted upon. These are the facts under 
which the petitioner desires to withdraw his pa- 

ers. . 

The PRESIDENT. Simply to withdray 
them? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PEARCE. Am Ito understand that the 
| report made in this case was unfavorable? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was unfavorable, }y 
it was never acted on, according to the information 
| which I have on the subject. 

Mr. MANGUM. It will be a very bad prece- 
dent to allow papers to be. withdrawn in such 
cases. If there be additional testimony, and there 
| iS any purpose on the wy of the petitioner to ap- 

ly to the Senate for that relief, let the question 
S decided when it comes, for on its coming, if | 
understand the rulé, the case may again be re- 
ferred to a committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I withdraw the motion. 
I think myself that in general it is a bad thing, 
and | would like to ascertain more as to the mo- 
tives which induced the petitioner to make the 
request. 

he motion was accordingly withdrawn. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr: DODGE, of Wisconsin, from the Commi- 
tee on Commerce, to whom was referred the me- 
| morial of Charles S. Jackson, submitted a report; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and, 
in concurrence therewith, 

Ordered, That the Committee be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof. 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, it 
was 
| Ordered, That the report be printed. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the petition of the 
| citizens of Martinicus, reported a bill to annex the 
| Island of Martinicus, in the county of Lincoln, 
| State of Maine, to the collection district of Waldo- 
| boro’, in said county; which was read and passed 
| to the second reading. 
| Mr. SOULE, from the Committee on Con- 
merce, to whom was referred the petition of John 
S. Maunsell, reported a bill to admit the Her 
maphrodite brig Sylphide to registry; which was 
read and passed to the second reading. 

The said bill was read the second time by unan- 
imous consent, and considered as in Committee 0! 
the Whole; and no amendment being made, it was 
reported to the Senate. 

Ordered, That it be engrossed and read a third time. 


Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
| merce, reported a bill to authorize an exploration 
and reconnoissance of the courses of navigatio 
used by whaling vesselsin the regions of Behring 
| Straits; and also, of such parts of the China 
seas, Straits of Gaspar, and Java sea, as lie di- 
rectly in the route of vessels proceeding to and 
from China; which was read and passed to the 
second reading. 
| The report accompanying the bill was ordered 
to be printed. 
Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
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, whom was referred the petition of William 
filler, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief. ’ 

” The bill was read and passed to the second read- 


Ordered, That the report be printed. 


\ir. BAYARD, from the Committee of Claims, 
.. whom was referred the memorial of Ezra Wil- 
roms, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
ie his relief. 

“The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on the 

judiciary, to Whom was referred the bill author- 
i. ng the payment of interest to the State of New 
Hampshire for advances made for the use and 
benefit of the United States in repelling invasion 
and suppressing insurrection at Indian Stream, in 
that State, reported it without amendment. 
“On the motion of Mr. HALE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole; and no amendment being made, it was 
reported to the Senate, ordered to be read a third 
time; and it was read a third time and passed. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN gave notice of his intention 
to introduce a bill to be entitled ** An act to re- 
vive for a limited time ‘ An act in relation to dona- 
tions of lands to certain persons in the State of 
Arkansas.’’ 

BOOKS FOR NEW SENATORS. 

Mr. BADGER submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That each of the new members of the Senate 
ye supplied with the same number and description of books 


as were furnished to each of the members of the Senate of 
the last Congress. 


CENSUS RETURNS 


The Senate ee to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Hamuin on the 20th instant, in 
relation to the Census returns; and, having been 
amended, was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to furnish the Senate with an estimate of the number of 
pages which the Census Returns will contain, if the same 
shall be completed on the plan now pursued by the Census 
Bureau. Also, what part of the same will be composed of 
statistical tables, and what part of other matter; and 
whether there are any tables accompanying the same not 
designated by law. 


WILLIAM K. LATIMER. 


On the motion of Mr. HALE, the following || 


resolution was considered and agreed to : 


Resolved, That the charges and specifications, and also 
the report and opinion of a court of inquiry in the case of 
William K. Latimer, and the letter of the Secretary of the 
Navy transmitting the same, and the general order in said 
case, dated July 1, 1851, be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 


The bill to make land warrants assignable, 
and for other purposes, which was ordered to a 
third reading yesterday, was read a third time and 
passed. 

GENERAL ORDERS. 

Mr.GWIN. As1 understand that the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] is not particu- 
larly anxious to address the Senate to-day on the 
special order, | move that the Calendar be taken 
up,and that we commence our work to-day and 
clear it if possible. I believe that some of the 
questions which were made special orders cannot 
be conveniently proceeded with to-day, and I trust 
that there will be no objection to the course I have 
proposed, and that we may go on and clear the 
Calendar of its business. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair must call for 
the special order unless some motion is made to 
postpone it and take up the Calendar. 

Mr.GWIN. I make that motion, especially 
as I learn that the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Davis} will not object to it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishali not object if the special 


order will still occupy its place and come up to- 
morrow. 


The PRESIDENT. 


ter Or course. 

The question was taken, and the special orders 
Were all postponed, with the view of proceeding 
with the Calendar. 

LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 
The bill to extend the time for selecting lands 


It will come up as a mat- 


granted to the State of Wisconsin for saline pur- || Arkansas, therefore, has no such power. 


poses, was taken up for consideration as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported with an amendment to 
extend the time to the year 1854. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
reported to the Senate. 


Mr. DAWSON. I wish the Senator from 


| Wisconsin would explain the character of this 


bill. 

Mr. WALKER. I will endeavor to do so as 
well as I amable. By the act of admission of 
Wisconsin into the Union there were certain lands 
granted to the State in connection with salt springs 


|in the same way as lands had been granted to 


other States. The Governor of the State, whose 
duty it was to select these lands, neglected to do 
so in the proper time. The time for their selec- 
tion expired, and since its expiration we have 
been endeavoring to get it extended, so that these 
lands may be selected. The bill does not propose 
to give to the State anything which has not already 
been given and to which it is not in equity enti- 
tled. 

Mr. BADGER. The bill is merely to give 
further time for the selection of these lands. 

Mr. WALKER. That is all. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a sec- 
ond reading. 


LANDS IN MICHIGAN. 
The PRESIDENT. 


The next general order | 


| is a bill to extend the time for selecting lands 
| granted to the State of Michigan for saline pur- 


| opportunity to examine it. 


| any new 


|| district, and the judge of the district court for || that subject. 


poses. 

Mr. FELCH. I move that that bill be passed 
over informally. There is another proposition of 
a similar nature before the Committee on Public 
Lands, and I| wish that the two propositions may 
be considered together. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SAFETY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMBOATS. 


The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to the consideration of ‘* A bill sup- 
plementary to the several acts of Congress pro- 
viding for the better security of the lives of pas- 
sengers on board of vessels propelled, in whole 
or in part, by steam, and for other purposes.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I think that bill contains some 
provisions which are rather novel. Ido not ob- 


| ject to the eae of the bill, if the honorable 


Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Bortanp] deems it 
necessary for the accommodation of boats upon 
the rivers in his State; but it takes away what has 
hitherto passed through the collector’s office. I 


do not precisely see what disposition is to be made | 


of the certificate, unless it is to be used as a license. 
If it is to be used as a license for the vessel, it is 
entirely novel, and a departure from the old sys- 
tem. I should be glad if the Senator would con 

sent to let it lie over long enough to afford an 
I do not think I shall 
throw any obstacle in the way of the wishes of 
the Senator from Arkansas finally. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would yield to the sugges- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
but that this bill has been longdelayed. It passed 
the Senate at the last session, but did not pass the 
House for want of time, and as I deem it very 
important that it should be passed, I hope it may 
be considered and passed now. I think the Sen- 
ator is mistaken with regard to the introduction of 
rinciple. It does not interfere with the 

existing licenses; they remain under the existing 
laws, It simply provides that the vessels may be 
required to receive their inspection in other places 
than those now specified. If the honorable Sen- 
ator will read the last section of the bill, he will 
see that it refers to inspection instead of licenses, 
I will further state, that when | originally intro- 
duced this bill, it was to make Arkansas a collec- 
tion district, and Little Rock a port of entry; but 
before it was acted upon by the Committee on 
| Commerce, it was sent to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I addressed to him a letter, and in- 
formed him precisely what was the object I had 
in view, which was to put Arkansas on the same 
footing as the other States with regard to the in- 
spection of steamboats. Under the general law, 
the judges of the district court, within the collec- 
tion district, have the power to appoint steamboat 
inspectors. But Arkansas is not a collection 
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The 
Secretary of the Treasury, in response to my appli- 
cation, had this bill drawn up, saying that there 
was no necessity for the establishment of a new 
collection district and a new port of entry there, 
and that the whole object could be accomplished by 
giving the district judge the same power to appoint 
inspectors, that the judges have in collection dis- 
tricts. The general law, then, is not altered at all 
by this bill, with regard to the regulation of steam- 
poats; it simply gives power to the district judge 
to appoint Inspectors, SO that boats may be re paired 
there, and thus save the time and expense of going 
to a distant part of the country for inspection. , 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would prefer to let this 
bill lie overa little while. There isa very extensive 
yard for building boats at Paducah, in Kentucky. 
Phat is not a port of entry nor of delivery, and the 
judge of our district court resides some two hun- 
dred and fifty or three hundred miles from that 
place, where a great many steamboats are built. 
There is an absolute necessity to have inspectors 
of the boilers and hulls of steamboats at the ship- 
yard at the mouth of the Ohio river, at Paducah. 
t is a very important point; and under the law as 
itis now construed by our district judge, the in- 
spectors can only be appointed at ports of entry 
or delivery, according to the idea of my friend 
from Massachusetts. Now, this grievance has 
been complained of by the people of Paducah, and 
with a view to obviate this grievance under which 
they suffer, they have petitioned—and I hope that 
petition will be duly considered by the Committee 
on Commerce—to have a port of delivery at that 
point. I feel the same kind of interest in the nav- 
igation of the waters of the western rivers which 
the Senator from Arkansas expresses, and for the 
purpose of seeing how far this bill will apply to 
and embrace the waters of Kentucky, as well as 
those of Arkansas, | would prefer greatly that it 
might lie over for the present, that | may see if it 
will not obviate the grievances of the people of 
Kentucky as well as those of Arkansas. 
Mr. BORLAND. I am really very sorry that 
I cannot consent to the proposition of the Senator 
to allow this bill to be laid over. If he has any 
change to propose to this bill, so as to accomplish 


| the object he desires, I will not object; but it seems 


to me this bill contains within itself all that is re- 
quired. It does not interfere at all with any prop- 
osition with regard to other States. I dislike to 
resist the wish of my friend from Kentucky 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to embrace 
my own State. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would be glad to embrace 
Kentucky; but this bill was before Congress at 
the first session of the last Congress, and at the 
last session again, and was passed here. Now, 
this session has advanced somewhat, nearly two 
months of the session have passed, and the bill has 
now come up in its regular order; and if we pass 
it over it will be difficult to get it up again. re- 
peat, that the bill was prepared at the office of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and that it cannot in- 
terfere in any way with the existing general laws 
on the same subject. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend will perceive 
that if there is any difficulty in the way of getting 
his bill through, in consequence of laying it over 
for the present, the difficulty will be far greater 
with regard to any one that | might bring forward 
for the benefit of Kentucky, for I should have to 
commence de novo. My object is to avail myself 
of his bill to benefit the people of Kentucky, for 
I wish to embrace his popularity to carry the bill. 
If [ am compelled to introduce a bill, it will be 
thrown off to the end of the session, and perhaps 
I shall not get anything at all. It will save every- 
, thing for Kentucky, if he will allow his bill to be 
passed over. 

Mr. BORLAND. I shall be very glad to oblige 
' the Senator, and I will yield to the suggestion and 
agree to pass over the bill informally, for I wish 
to avail myself of his popularity also. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Committee on Commege, 
| at the last session, reported a bill embracing thie 
subject very fully, with provisions somewhat new 
in regard to the mode of making these inspections, 





changing the system and adopting a new plan, 
embracing all the waters of the country. That 


bill has been committed to the Committee on Com- 
merce at this session; we have had it under con- 
sideration, and we anticipate an early report on 
It has only been delayed for the 
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want of papers, 
the table from the Treasury Department. At the 
close of the last session, a resolution was passed 
through the Senate, upon my motion, asking for 


a large body of information on this subject, 
through the Treasury Department. That has 
come in this morning, and a bill will, therefore, 


be reported at an early day. But, still, [ do not 
propose to throw any obstacle in the way of the 
object and the wishes of my friend from Arkan- 
I am willing his bill should take its course; 
but if that bill which the committee will report 
yasses, this bill will be superseded. 

Mr. BORLAND. Lask that the bill may be 
passed over informally. 

‘The bill was accordingly passed over informally. 
THE UNITED STATES BRIG WASHINGTON. 

The bill for the relief of the widows and rela- 
tives of certain officers and seamen of the United 
States brig Washington, who were lost overboard 
in a hurricane, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and having been amended verbally, it 
was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


BINDING CONGRESSIONAL DOCUMENTS. 


The joint resolution providing for the binding 
of certain documents, was next considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that all the executive documents of 
which additional copies have been ordered to be 
printed, which shall not contain less than two 
hundred and fifty pages, shall be bound, under the 
direction of the Jomt Committee on Printing, pro- 
vided that the cost thereof shall not exceed twelve 
and a half cents per volume. 

Mr. BORLAND. As chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, I will state that this is a joint 
resolution which came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and was referred to the Committe on 
Printing of the Senate, and was favorably reported 
upon. When this resolution was before the Sen- 
ate on a formtr occasion, | made some remarks 
In Opposition to its adoption, and I shall not, 
therefore, now go at length into the reasons why 
I am opposed to it. I will simply state, that as I 
opposed the measure then, so I shall vote against 
it now, because I think it is adding to the list of 
opportunities occasioning invitations to commit 
impositions on the Government. The binding of 
our documents for the last session has satisfied me 
with the sysiem; and although in some respects 
there may be an advantage in it, | think itis, upon 
the whole, a great evil. I think that, instead of 
the documents being benefited by the binding, 
they have in a large number of instances been 
materially injured. So far at least as some of 
them which went to my State would go to prove 
this position, | am satisfied. I examined some of 
those which went there, and found that when they 
had reached their destination the binding was not 
worth anything. Nay, that it was worse than 
useless, for it had put these documents in a con- 
dition which prevented them from being bound 
again. IT am epposed to this plan of binding, as 
{ am opposed to everything in the way of either 
printing or binding being done on contract. My 
opinion is, that everything which we undertake to 
do under that system will be badly done--that it 
will result in much more expense and much less 
advantage to the country than by almost any 
other system. I have expressed these sentiments 
on a former occasion, and | have now no more 
to say. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I did not hear the resolu- 
tion read, but I think that whatever is deserving 
of being placed in the library is deserving of being 
bound. I think the great fault is, that we print too 
large numbers of documents which are not of suf- 
ficient general interest to compensate for the out- 
lay. It certainly is convenient when we have doc- 
uments to use, to have them in a position in which 
we can use them. As the expense of binding is 
not great, | am under the impression that what we 
pigpt in considerable numbers should be bound. 

Mr. BORLAND. Wenow print fourteen hun- 
dred copies of all documents that are ordered to be 
printed, for the Library and for the use of the Sen- 
ate. But the proposition in this joint resolution is 
to bind the extra copies which go out into the 
country. Now, if the Senator from Maine will 
look into this question of binding public docu- 
ments, and will view it with regard to the eco- 


Sas. 


° . . | 
nomical course which he usually pursues, I think || done so c 





which have now been laid upon | he will be inclined to favor my side of 
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the ques- 


tion. Does any Senator know what was the cost || 
of binding documents last session? 1} 


Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. BORLAND. Why, sir, it cannot have 
fallen short of a hundred thousand dollars. The 
binding of the Patent Office reports alone cost fifty 
thousand dollars; and for the binding of the docu- 


| ments of this Congress, if we adopt this resolu- 
| tion, my opinion is we will have to pay a hundred 


| printing so large a number of copies. 


and fifty thousand dollars. 

A Senator. No, no; not so much as that. 

Mr. HALE. My observation leads me to differ 
with the Senator from Arkansas in regard to this 
resolution. I think thatif there be any value in 
these documents at all, at least to the people to 
whom they are sent in the country, it is in the 
binding. Now, if itis worth while to print these 
documents to send to our friends, it is certainly 
worth while to put upon them this ninepenny 
binding; for instead of tearing them up, as they 
would inevitably do if they were not bound, they 
allow them a place on the shelves of their libra- 
ries, there to remain, sir, like many of our docu- 
ments here, never to be opened and read again. I 
um quite of opinion, therefore, Mr. President, 
that if these public documents have any value at 
all—at least many of them—it is in the binding; 
and if we are to dispense with anything here, [ 
would rather that we dispensed with the printing 
and kept the binding. [A laugh.] 

Mr. BRADBURY. | would like to inquire of 
the chairman of the Committee on Printing wheth- 
er the order for printing the documents of the 
present session has already been so far executed 
as to render it impossible to reduce the number? 
The abuse seems to be in the manufactfring of so 
large a number of books. Formerly the Patent 
Office report was but a small volume; but recent- 
ly, by the incorporation of much useless matter, 
it has swelled to two volumes; and I[ think that, 
in the first place, the abuse is in incorporating 
what is not of value; and in the second place, in 
¢ I quite 
agree with the Senator from New Hampshire, 
{Mr. Hate,] that one thing, at least, which gives 
value to these documents is their being bound, and 


| thus be put in a position in which they can be 


| used 


and referred to. And the same reasons 
which would induce me to bind them for our- 
selves, would induce me to bind those which are 
intended for distribution elsewhere. Otherwise, 


| they become as mere waste paper, and might as 
| well not be circulated at all. 


Mr. HAMLIN 


I was one of the Committee 


on Printing who agreed to this report, and there- 


| have very little, indeed I have no feeling on this | 


fore it becomes me, perhaps, to say a word. 1 


subject whatever. I am_ perfectly indifferent. 
Stull, upon the inyestigation of the subject, | came 
to the conclusion that if our documents were 
worth preserving and sending abroad, they were 
worth a cheap binding. I will add, also, that I 
am satisfied that for twelve and a half cents per 
copy, the price we paid last year, binding may 
be had in muslin, which is a very respectable 
binding indeed, and makes a very respectable vol- 
ume. If Senators will turn their attention or their 
recollection to the Debates on the California Con- 


| vention, the Statistics of Commerce and Naviga- 
| tion, or still later works, the Surveys of New 


| ator from New Hampshire seems to suppose. 
think the agricultural report of the Patent Office is 


Mexico and Texas, all bound in muslin, they 
will have a fair sample of what can be done in the 
way of binding in muslin for twelve and a half 


cents per copy; and for that sum these documents | 


can be placed in a situation in which they can be 
preserved. I must say that I think some of these 
documents are of a Jittle more value than the Sen- 


I 


worth preserving, and in this cheap binding it will 
be preserved. ‘The binding of these documents 
at twelve and a half cents per cop 
amount to half the sum named by the Senator 


from Arkansas, and it will fully accomplish the | 
| the object which is desired. 


that if we do not pass the resolution, the House 


of Representatives will recommend the passage | 


| of a resolution of a similar character, and have 
the expense defrayed out of their own contingent 


fund. I think, therefore, it will be a matter of 
economy to have these documents containing three 


| hundred poses bound in muslin; which can be 


veaply and so neatly. 





will not | 


Besides, | am told | 
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| Mr. BRADBURY. 


I observe there is a limit. 
, Last Year it wa 
ordered to bind such volumes as contained : 
less than three hundred’ pages. The bili 
us limits the number of pages to two hun 
fifty. I move to strike out the words « t 
dred and fifty,’’ and insert the words « 
| dred.”? 


Mr. HALE. I object. 
Mr. CLARKE. hep not. 
Mr. BADGER. Lhope that amendment will 
| not prevail. I would much rather see the fifty 
| struek out and leave the words * two hundred » 
I cannot understand why a document of two hun, 
| dred pages should not be bound. I think any. 
| thing beyond the size of a pamphlet should be 
bound. LIhope the amendment will not prevail, 
The amendment was not adopted. 
The joint resolution was then reported to the 
Senate, and read a third time, and passed, 


SELECTION OF LANDS BY ILLINO]s, 


The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to the consideration of a * Bill to ay. 
thorize the State of Illinois to select the residue of 
the lands to which she is entitled under the act of 
2d March, 1827, granting land to aid that State jp 
opening a canal to connect the waters of the [}jj 
nois river with those of Lake Michigan.” 

Mr. HUNTER. I would like to have that bj 
passed over. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Would the Senator from 
Virginia like an explanation of the bill? 

Mr. HUNTER. I should be glad to have j 
| explained. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In 1827, the Congress of the 
| United States passed an act granting to the State 
of Illinois a certain amount of alternate sections 
| of land, for the purpose of constructing a canal 
| to connect the waters of the Illinois river and 
those of Lake Michigan. The grant was made, 
under supposition that the land would be sufi- 
| cient to construct the canal. A corps of engi- 
| neers, walking over it, decided that it would re- 
| quire the sum of six hundred thousand dollars to 
| make the canal. We accepted the grant with the 
| idea of making the canal out of these lands. We 
commenced the work on that supposition, and 
went on and expended a large sum of money. The 
next estimate was, that a million and a half dol- 
lars would be required; but before we got through 
there was another estimate of three millions, and 
at last we made out the whole expenditure to be 
nine millions, and the canal is now finished. On 
selecting the lands there was an omission to select 
a small quantity, which was therefore left, and has 
been sold by the Government. The Department 
acknowledges that we are entitled to. some twenty 
thousand acres more. It is a small amount, and 
this is simply to authorize the State to select what 
we were entitled to under the original grant. The 
State does not ask any more on account of the 
greater expense than the original amount esti- 
mated. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would inquire if the bill 
allows the selection to be made in any part of the 
State, or whether it is to be confined to the vicini- 
ty of the canal? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The lands were originally 
upon the borders of the canal, but the Govern- 
ment of the United States has sold a portion of 
the land to which we were entitled along the line 
of the canal. It must now be selected elsewhere, 
so much as is necessary to make up the small de- 
ficiency that I have stated. 

Mr. DAWSON. I would ask if the lands were 
not sold prior to the grant made to the State? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Notatall. Every acre has 
been sold since, and we now do not wish to dis- 
turb the title which has been made erroneously 
out of the grant made to us. It is on this account 
that we ask the privilege of selecting elsewhere. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for 8 
third reading. 

RAILROADS IN IOWA. ! 

The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to consider the bill granting the right 
of way and making a grant of land to the State 
of Iowa, in aid of the construction of certain rail- 
roads in said State. 

The bill was reported with an amendment. 

The amendment proposed to strike out all after 
|| the enacting clause, and insert a number of pro- 


| ation of the size of the volume. 
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visions which have been prepared as a model bill 
. ejation to all grants of land for the construc- 
ti p of railways. 
“Mr. HUNTER. I would like to know from 
». Senator who introduced this bill, how much 
i.od it proposes to appropriate for the construction 
of these roads. 
‘Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I will state, for the 
giisfaction of the Senator from Virginia, that, ac- 
~rding to the estimate last year, the principal road | 
ithe branch which it is proposed to make will 
opire fifteen hundred thousand acres as a mini- 
um, and eighteen hundred thousand as a maxi- 
ym. Lhis amount is some three or four or 
tre hundred thousand acres less than were granted 
the State of [llinois by a like bill. 
The Committee on Public Lands have sought to 
make this bill a model bill, and have shaped all 
‘+o others Which are to follow it for grants of land 
for like purposes in other States after this model, 
hich I trust the Senate will pass. It was care- 
fully examined and revised by the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoop.] Several amend- | 
ments were introduced into it by him, and it comes | 
now to the Senate under the unanimous sanction 
of the Committee on Public Lands. I will state | 
i my feiend from Virginia, as I know that he sits 
heavily upon the public chest and dislikes to part 
with its dollars, that there is a provision in this 
bill enacting that the alternate sections of land 
which are not used for the construction of the rail- 
road shall not be sold at a less price than two dol- 
lars and fifty cents per acre; so that when you 
take out this fifteen or eighteen hundred thousand 
ares, you will impose a tax upon our people who 
may purchase and settle on the land of double its | 
present value. The bill therefore, in reality, 


grants very little to the State; and I hope it may 
be passed without opposition from my friend from 
Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not think that we ought 
to tax the constituents of the Senator from lowa, 
sas to make them pay $2 50 per acre for lands | 
fr which they ought not to pay more than $1 25; 
and if the bill is to operate in that way, I think it 
would be much better to lay it over for the pres- | 
It seems that there are to be many other 
plications of a like nature; and, before we know 
it, we shall probably grant away all that portion 
of the public lands in detail from which we are 
likely to derive any revenue. [ believe that if this 
thing is to come up, it should come up as a sys- 
tem,so that we may see what we are doing. I 
hope that the bill may be postponed till another 
day. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I hope the Senate will 
not determine to postpone this bill. It is exactly 
the same which passed last session, and one pre- 
cisely similar has been passed this session, making | 
agrant of land to the State of Mississippi. The | 
title of the bill is wrong. The bill, in reality, 
makes no grant to the State asa gratuity. Tt au- | 
thorizes the State to select alternate sections of 
six miles on each side of the road, but as the price 
of the remaining land is double, it is, in point of 
fict,no donation to the State, because the road 
wil by that much enhance the value of the land. 
The only grant given to the State, is the right of 
way through the public land. If this bill, and 
others of the same kind, are put off, the lands 
tirough which these roads are to be located will 
betaken up by those who hold bounty land war- 
mits. Most of the Jands in the range of these 
ulroads are already taken up, and it is therefore 
necessary, if any real benefit is to be derived from 
ie passage of these bills, that they should be 
passed as speedily as possible. If these lands 
Siwould be taken up by land warrants, the Gov- 
triment of the United States will not realize for 
em more than seventy-five cents per acre. On | 
‘te other hand, if they are granted for the con- 
“ruction of railroads, the Government will receive 
the full price for all the lands. But, sir, in addi- | 
“on to all this, the lands adjacent to these roads, | 
hotonly for fifteen miles, but even for thirty or | 
orty miles, will thus be brought into market, and 
will be sold many years sooner than they would 
otherwise be were it not for the building of these | 
roads, I 
from Virginia will not insist upon this postpone- 
ment, inasmuch as this identical bill has been be- 
ore the Senate for the last eighteen months. The 
‘sion before last it was introduced bv myself, 





and it has now been upon our table for one or two |, 


again say, that I trust the gentleman || 


years. The amendments which are proposed are 
merely verbal, and do not materially affect the 
provisions of the bill. The bill is exactly the 
same as those granting lands to the States of Illi- 
nois and Mississippi. 

Mr. ATCHISON. There is another odious | 
condition attached to this bill. The General Gov- 
ernment, as the Senator from lowa [Mr. Jones] 
shows, grants nothing—it gives nothing. But, 
sir, this bill provides—and I suppose it is to be a 
model bill, whose provisions are to be extended to 
several other cases—that upon these railroads the 
Government stores and the Government troops 
shall be transported free of charge. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Will that be onerous? 

My. ATCHISON. Yes, it will be peculiarly 
onerous to the State of Missouri and the State of 
fowa. From the Mississippi to the Missouri river 


; across the State of Lowa, perhaps one third of all 


the Government stores en route to California and 
New Mexico will be transported upon this road 
and upon the Missouri road exclusively. Now, 
sir, | intend to test the Senate upon this question. 
I shall move to strike out that section. I do not 
consider it any great favor. It is nothing more, 
so far as pecuniary considerations are involved, 
than a grant of the right of way to construct these 


| railroads through the public lands. This is about 


all that there is of it. The alternate sections we 
get thus: No. 1 is free; and for No. 2 is charged 
$2 50 per acre, instead of $1 25 as now. 

But there is another consideration. We have 
passed a bill making land warrants assignable. I 
do not recollect now the amount of public lands 
that will necessarily be taken up by these land 
warrants. Will the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands tell me the quantity of the public 
lands that will satisfy these Jand warrants? I 
think they cannot fall much short of thirty-five or 
fifty millions of acres. 

And who obtains these public lands? Why, 
sir, almost exclusively, or in ninety-nine cases 
out of a hundred, they will go to the citizens of the 
old States of this Union, under thatlaw. Now, 
when we ask in reality nothing but the richt of 
way through the public lands, the Senator from 


Virginia, the chairman of the Commiitee on Fi- | 


nance, whose duty it is to take charge of the pub- 


| lic treasure—and [| admit that I suppose it is in the 


discharge of that duty—opposes this bill. But I 
hope he will not be ableto obstruct the passage of 
this the first bill. Itis but slightly altered from the 
bills which have passed time after time through 
this body. If I am not mistaken, this bill passed 
here at the last session. Then why deliberate? 
Why move to postpone it? Ithas been discussed 
for the last ten years. I understand that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia made the motion to postpone 
the further consideration of this bill, with a view 
to have an opportunity to look into it, and exam- 
ine the principles involved in it. There is nothing 
new init. This very bill, or a billinvolving most 
of its principles, if not all of them, has been dis 
cussed time and again. I trust the Senate will 
act upon this bill, and promptly too. It is a mat- 
ter of importance, if you make this grant of land, 
or this donation, as some gentlemen call it, that 
you should make it speedily; because, as the Sen- 


| ator from Iowa [Mr. Jones] suggested, these 


land warrants will fall into the hands of specula- 
tors, and they will, asa matter of course, search 


| out the public lands which will be most valuable, 
1} ° 
upon which the greatest profits can be made, and 


there they will go and locate their warrants upon 
all the proposed railroad routes in the State of 
Missouri. Such has been the fact. We have 
two routes, one from St. Louis to the western 
boundary of the State, on the south side of the 
Missouri river; and another from the town of Han- 
nibal to the town of St. Joseph, on the north side of 
the Missouririver. During the last year, $100,000 
was received in the different land offices on the 
north side of the Missouri river, mainly upon the 
line of this northern railroad. Now, sir, these 
land warrants being made assignable, hundreds 
of thousands of them, or thousands at least, will 
fall into the hands of speculators, and the first 
lands that will be selected under these land war- 
rants, will be the lands upon the borders of the 
railroads in the State. 

Then it is important that these bills should be 
promptly passed, that these alternate sections 
should be granted to the railroads, and thus taken 
out of the clutches of the speculators. I have ex- 
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amined, and | learn from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, that a hundred thousand dol- 
lars more money was received from the offices on 
the north side of the Missouri river last year, than 
for any one year during the last ten ‘years. I 
trust, if the Senate intend to pass these bills at all, 
they will do it promptly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. Donge} to say that this was a model 
bill, and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Arcutr 
SON | to repeat it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Iso understood it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Itisa bill, then, which is to be 
our guide inall these matters. ‘That is one good 
reason why it should be made right. I rise for 


} . , ‘ 
the purpose ot putting the in julry to some rent 





le 
man who is able to inform me, whether lam right 
in understanding, that in laying out the road the 
State is authorized to lay one hundred feet on each 
side of the track—making the road two hundred 
feet wide. 

Mr. JONES, of Towa That is so. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from lowa answers 
that itis so. Then let us look a little at the effect 
of it, and see what may come out of it. T'wo 
hundred feet, all experience show s, 18 quite unne- 
cessary for a track. I believe that a width of 
eighty feet is all that is esteemed necessary fora 
railroad, unless where there is some cut, or em 


bankment, or something of that sort, in which 
case more land is required. For all the purposes 
of a track—even for a double one is far as our 


experience goes, eighty feet is deemed ample, 
Then, according to the bill, in front of the lands 
rranted to the State, and in front of the lands 
owned by the United States, there will be a tract 
of land in the private ownership of this road if 
the State makes the road, it will own it, and will 
have a strip of land included within the track in 
front of the land of the United States, disposable 
for other purposes. If the State disposes of the 
right to make the road,as I believe Ilinois has done, 
to certain companies, the companies will own the 
land. Ifthey havea right to locate two hundred 
feet, they will own land in front of the lands of the 
State and in front of the lands of the United States. 
Will not that be theresult of the bill? It seema to 
me that the grant should be limited to at least so 
much land as is necessary for the road. Itshould 
not go beyond that, unless you mean to lead your- 
selves into the’ difficulty I have pointed out. A 
tract of twe hundred feet is not necessary. ‘There 
may be places where it will be necessary, but they 
will only occur occasionally. Ithink the passage 
of the bill will lead to some embarrassment. I 
throw out these remarks for the consideration of 
gentlemen, if we are to pass a bill which is to be 
our guide hereafter. 

Mr. SMITH. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts mistakes the provision of the bill. It does 
not grant the land. two hundred feet wide, to the 
State of Iowa, throughout the entire length of the 
road, but merely grants the right of way. The 
title to the Jand is not vested in the State, it is the 
mere right of way—the incorporeal right of way. 
It does not grant the right to the land itself; but it 
vives the State the privilege of making the road 
over this breadth of land—two hundred feet—for 
the whole leneth of the road, so that the road 
might be shifted, as might be necessary, within 
this range of two hundred feet. The right of way 
enjoyed will be the mere breadth of the track and 
so much of the adjoining land as may be necessary 
to occupy for an embankment, or excavation, or 
anything of that sort. In this particular, I believe 
the bill conforms to the bill passed in favor of the 
State of Illinois, and to other bills which we have 
passed. We passed several, I do not know how 
many, at the last session of Congress. I was then 
a member of the Committee on Public Lands, and 
concurred with the majority of the committee— 
which I think was unanimous on this subject—in 
reporting all these bills to the Senate. l apprehend, 
therefore, that there is no difficulty in regard to 
this matter. It is a mere grant of the right of 
way—an incorporeal right invested in the State 

After what has been the decision of the Senate 
on this subject for several years past, certainly at 
both sessions ef the last Congress, and I believe 
at preceding sessions—after there had been a most 
emphatic and distinet expression of opinion by a 
very large majority of this body in favor of this 
policy, I did not suppose that I would have occa- 
sion to address the Senate on the subject. But I 
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say now, as I have said before, that both as a 
member of the House of Representatives and asa 
member of this body, I have never given any votes 
with more satisfaction than those which I have 
given to accord to the new States of this Union 
that sort of coéperation and assistance which is 
comprised in bills of this character, by which we 
do not surrender one dollar from the public Treas- 
ury, for we obtain an equivalent by these conces- 
sions in the enhanced price of the reserved lands. 
When I give such votes, I believe that I am not 
only advancing the prosperity of the new States of 
the Union, but that | am contributing to the pros- 
perity of the wholecountry. Every appropriation 
of this character which is made, conduces not only 
to build up the West and the East, the Atlantic 
States and the middle States, but moreover to en- 
hance the resources of the Government itself; for 
my honorable friend from Virginia (Mr. Hunter} 
knows very well that the resources of the Govern- 
ment do not depend upon the amount we actually 
collect into the Treasury, upon the dollars and 
cents we bring to the public coffers, but upon the 
ability of the people of the country to submit to 
taxation, Now we have the hour of prosperity. 
Now the taxes laid on the people are light. But 
the hour may come when we shall be involved in 
war, when the condition of the country will be 
such that we shall have to call upon the people to 
go to the full extent of their ability in supporting 
taxation to meet the exigencies of the country and 
of the Government. Sir, in opening these rail- 
roads, we not only provide for facilitating the 
transportation of the mail, and of troops and mu- 
nitions of war, but we enhance the wealth of the 
country, and we increase its population and its 
tax paying capacity, and therefore place ourselves 
in a condition to meet any exigencies in which the 
country and the Government may be involved, 
particularly on the occasion of war, which I trust 
is very remote. 

1 will not dwell on this subject. I shall vote 
with cheerfulness for this bill. The only doubt I 
have in regard to this entire matter is, as to whether 


the country is not running too fast in constructing 


railroads, whether there is not some danger of our 
embarking more capital in this sort of enterprise 
than the country can afford, and whether there is 
not some danger of involving ourselves in a rail- 
road convulsion similar to that which occurred in 
England a few years since. If I have any hesita- 
tion whatever in regard to these appropriations, it 
is based on this consideration. I should much 
have preferred that my friends from Iowa should 
have consented to take the appropriation for one 
of these railroads at the present session and post- 
pone that for the other railroad until a future day. 
But there is a great deal of propriety in the remark 
of my friend, that so far as one of the railroads is 
concerned, that from Keokuck to Dubuque, there 
is danger that the lands will be exhausted and 
taken up by the bill which we have passed making 
land warrants assignable, to which, by the way, I 
was utterly opposed. With regard to the other 
railroad, extending entirely across the State to 
Council Bluffs, it is very well known that it passes 
over a very large portion of the State not now in 
course of settlement. I should have preferred it, 
then, if my honorable friends had consented to 
take an appropriation for one railroad, as I appre- 
hend that the finances and business of the country 
may be exposed to some danger of a revulsion by 
reason of over-action and over-expenditure in this 
business of building railroads. But I am for the 
eneral policy, and shall vote cheerfully for this 
Bill, and for all other bills of this character, unless 
I am restrained by the single consideration to 
which I have referred. I am opposed to the mis- 
erable practice of giving away the public lands. | 
am for holding them in our hands, and dispensing 
them for great and beneficent objects of national 
importance. With them I am for building: rail- 
roads and canals, and for endowing seminaries; 
but I am not for dissipating them in the deplorable 
manner we did when we passed the bill giving 
ppunty lands to I know not how many, perhaps 
o one half of thecountry. By that act there were 
a great many millions of dollars in a very great 
degree thrown away, and yet after you have given 


gift is not worth accepting unless they can have 
the privilege of taking the warrants into the market 
and selling them fora mere song. If that immense 


amount in the aggregate could have been reserved | 


THE 


| two hundred feet. 
two hundred feet, it precludes persons having 
lands adjoining the road from enjoying the benefit 


| as it is to 
| Senate adjourn. 


ithe sal 


| and appropriated to objects of this character, it 


would have been a source of much benefit to the 
country. 

I did not intend to address the Senate on this 
subject. I did believe that, after the expression of 
opinion and sentiment which we have had, discus- 
sion was unnecessary. If, however, any Senator 
desires to have this bill postponed for the purpose 
of giving it further consideration, I shall vote to 
postpone it, although I shall unhesitatingly vote 
for the bill itself. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not rise for the purpose of 
entering into any discussion of the merits of this 
bill. I understood this to be a bill intended to 
serve as a guide hereafter, and to be followed in 
other cases; it therefore seemed to me that it 
should be properly considered, and that its’ pro- 
visions should be such as should be satisfactory. 
In answer to my objection that two hundred feet 
is an unnecessary quantity, and may prove an 
embarrassment, the Senator from Connecticut 
says, it is an incorporeal right—that the grant is 
really nothing but a grant of the right of way—of 
the right of having a track. Now, let me ask the 
gentleman, whether the easement granted does 
not extend to one portion of the two hundred feet 
as much as to another? and if the coterminous 
proprietors of lands are not precluded from the 
enjoyment of any part of these two hundred feet? 


| If, for example, the land of a gentleman is one 


hundred feet from this road, is he not required to 
erect all his buildings and improvements at that 
distance, although his lands come within one hun- 
dred feet of the track? Let me say to the Sena- 
tor, that this will be found to be very inconveni- 


| ent, both to the proprietors of the lands and to the 


proprietors of the road. My own impression is, 


| that it embarrasses all parties; and that is the pre- 
| cise thing which I wish gentlemen most interested 
| in the bill to consider. 


{ wish them to look at it 
and see whether, instead of this being a useful 
provision, it does not embarrass everybody. So 


| far as my observations have extended, people 
| who have lands coterminous with a railroad, are 
| desirous of bringing their places of business as 


near to the track as they can. They desire to en- 


| joy the road with as little expense and inconve- || 
i If a man was about to build | 

| a place of business, the last idea that would enter 
| his head would be to place it one hundred feet 
| from the track of the road, if he wished to avail 
| himself of its advantages. 
| is attended with inconvenience everywhere; but it 


nience as possible. 


I think the provision 


is manifest that the easement goes to the whole 
As it extends to the whole 


of the road without great inconvenience. 
I hope gentlemen do not suppose that | have 
rise for the purpose of interposing any captious 


| objection to this measure, or for the purpose of 
| embarrassing it in any way. 


portion of the bill to which I. have drawn atten- 


| tion should be examined, in order that it may be 


ascertained whether it will or will not be attended 


| with inconvenience. Besides, [ do not understand 
| that there is any provision in the bill, limiting the 
| time within which this road is to be commenced. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Yes, sir; it is limited 


| to ten years. 


Mr. DAVIS. In order that we may have an 
oppértanity of looking into the details of this bill, 
ye made a model bill, [ move that the 


The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- 


| journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 2], 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


Prayer 


| by the Chaplain, Rev. Mr. Morean. 


“The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 


| is the consideration of the joint resolution No. 1, 
| heretofore reported from the select committee, to 


j which the same was referred, with an amendment 
them the recipients come here and tell you that the | 


explanatory of the act of 1850 granting to certain 
officers and soldiers bounty land, &c.; the pending 

uestion being on the motion submitted by the gen- 
Sea from Indiana, [Mr. Dunnam,] to commit 


| to the Committee of the Whole 


| fection ma 


I think that that | 


d joint resolution and pending amendments | 
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House on y 
state of the Union, and on which question the oa, 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. Frrcu) is entitled 
floor. 

Mr. FITCH. I have been requested to yi.) 
the floor for the purpose of going into Comeoa 
of the Whole’on the state of the Union au 
up the Mexican indemnity bill. But after the 
character of the debate of yesterday, no oo 
would result from my doing so; though, if oe 
posed debate would be closed upon that jj ‘a 
it could be disposed of to-day, I should yield wi 
lingly. 7 6 

Mr. Speaker, upon the bill now under consider. 
ation, which was reported by my colleague (Mr. 
Dunnam,] I desire to say but a few words. ; 5 
deed, the objections which I entertain to that )iy 
have been so ably urged by others as to preelya, 
the re of saying much more. The jy) 
purports to be an act amendatory of an act gran. 
ing bounty lands to certain officers and soldiers 
engaged in the military service of the Unite 


1€ fen. 


LO the 


] 
lude 


, States, and for other purposes. 


I confess, sir, that | am astonished upon reading 
this bill that it should have emanated from the 
source from whence it came, for I believe thay o; 
all the members upon this floor the chairman 
of the committee (Mr. Dunnam] who ‘reported 
it is usually the last gentleman who could be 
charged with inaccuracies in the business which 
falls under his charge. He is, perhaps, ordinarily 
as correct in legislative matters as any other ren. 
tleman here. This bill, however, notwithstandine 
his general accuracy, is a very crude and imper. 
fect one,—a fact of which my colleague {Mr 
Dunnam] is doubtless as well satisfied now as any 
one else. The proof of this crudeness and imper- 

be found in the bill itself, and in the 
remarks of the chairman when he introduced it. 
After hearing the debate of Thursday, and in view 


ot 


of the diversity of opinion developed by that de. 


bate in the committee from which the bill came, it 
is a matter of surprise that any bill could be re- 


| ported from it: and if any, certainly we could 
| expect none other than one of the mongrel char- 
acter of this. 


The first section of the bill, as it stands, is 
highly objectionable. These objections may be 


| obviated in part by the amendment which the 
| chairman himself proposes—an amendment which 
| he so singularly explained on Thursday, by as- 
sailing other members of the committee. But 
| whether that section be so modified as to obviate 
| its objectionable features or not, I consider its 


passage totally unnecessary. We have already 
passed, in this House, a bill making these war- 
rants assignable. That bill is probably before 
this time engrossed, with amendments, in the other 
end of the Capitol, and will soon become a law. 
The chairman of the committee, [Mr. Dunnam,] 
when he introduced the bill, advocated this first 
section as it is. But when he introduced the 
amendment, he, by implication, opposed it in its 


| present shape, by advocating that amendment. 


Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman is mistaken. 
I did not advocate that section when I introduced 


| it. I only explained it. 


Mr. FITCH. Does the gentleman desire that 
I should read his remarks upon this section? 

Mr. DUNHAM. [Ihave no objection. 1 op- 
posed that section when I introduced the bill. 

Mr. FITCH. Perhaps my colleague’s advo- 
cacy of that section was that of a lawyer in court, 
who feels it his duty to make the best of the case 
for his client; entertaining certain mental reserva- 
tions, however—private opinions as to the moral 


‘character and guilt of that client, which he does 
| not see proper to express to the jury. 


The gentleman says he opposed that section 
when he introduced the bill. In this he 1s mis 
taken. He did oppose it when he introduced the 
amendment, and thus eat his own words—his 0W! 
previous argument. I shall therefore pay no '\ 
ther attention to his argument in favor of this set- 
tion. I will leave that Janus-faced argument 
neutralize itself. 

The second section of the bill provides for com 
pensating registers and receivers of land offices for 
the location of bounty land warrants. This is, in 
my opinion, the most important section 1m the 
bill, considering the fact that we have already 
passed a bill making land warrants assignable. © 


| recognizes the justice and necessity of paying — 
} officers, in some manner, for the labor and trouble 
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ating these warrants. So far it is right and 
yper, but is a mere mockery, in the manner and 
pre a to which it proposes to compensate them. 
a here briefly call the attention of my col- 
league {Mr. Dunnam) to a portion of his own re- 
marks in relation to this section of the bill, and 
ypon which I shall take the liberty to comment as 
‘proceed. 
ony be possible,”’ he says, ‘* that in some 
of the offices, labor has been done for which their 
fees and salaries have not been an adequate com- 
ensation.”” Notonly is that possible, Mr. Speak- 
er, but, as my colleague well knows, it is an abso- 
jute certainty, because the records of the returns 
of those officers, found in the office of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, prove toa 
emonstration that the money which many of 
these officers have received is not sufficient to af- 
ford any compensation whatsoever for the trouble 


of loe 





















part will receive a coloring from his own peculiar 
views and opinions upon the subject, so that the 
House will not have impartial testimony, as it 
should have to legislate with impartiality. With 
all due respect to the gentleman, I should much 
prefer that the information should emanate from 
another source, and | know that it is in the pos- 
session of another gentleman upon this floor. 

_ My friend (Mr. Dunnam] proceeds to remark, 
in justification of the proposition to limit the pay 
hereatter, for the location of these warrants, to 
fifty cents, that there is just as much trouble, and 


/no more, in locating a forty acre warrant as 


necessarily attendant upon these locations. It | 


amounts to very little above their salary; and 
that salary, as we all know, will not feed and 
maintain themselves, independent of the support 
of their families. 

He says, “If their case is meritorious, un- 
doubtedly the Congress of the United States will 
be disposed to grant relief. And further, that 
«they are left in the same situation as private 
claims.”” 

He thus would leave these officers, in each in- 
dividual case, to present an application to this 
House for relief in the ney. an application 
which, of course, like all other applications for 
similar purposes, must be referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims; and it is well known what is gener- 
ally the fate of these applications. Itis such, that 
no gentleman can desire to multiply them. They 
remain here generation after generation; in some 
instances without any report being made upon 
them, and in others with favorable reports, which 
are not acted upon. 

He a the same time, to state that 
“they 


cation of land warrants. ’’ 
not received near that amount. 


lave, in many instances, received almost | 
the maximum which the law allows them to re- | 
ceive, without any payment whatever for the lo- | 
But, in truth, they have | 
I do not know | 
from what source the chairman derived the in- | 


there is in locating a one hundred and sixty acre 
one. This may be true; yet fifty cents is no com- 
pensation. for leeidian in either case, when the 
average amount of trouble and extra duty at many 
of the offices in making the locations is taken 
into consideration. ‘The labor in fact is quadruple 
that of the ordinary cash sales of land; and the 
per cent. which such sales would give is certainly 
small enough compensation for that trouble—small 
enough to suit even the professed rigid economy 
of the gentleman himself. -I may as well antici- | 
= an argument which the gentleman will doubt- 
ess use. He will allege that all the labor and 
trouble in these cases are confined to the register, 
and that the receiver is not legitimately entitled to 
a compensation. 

Sut this is very far from being the case. The 
receiver’s signature will be found attached three 
times to the papers in each case. This, of 
course, presupposes an examination of the papers 
to which his signature is affixed. He is com- 
pelled, moreover, to sign the monthly abstract 
and certify to its correctness, and how can he do 
this without a laborious examination of the papers 
in each case? 

The application of these officers for that com- 


| pensation which all willing to be governed by 


formation with which he thus edified the House; | 


but certain it is, that during the five years from 
1847 to 1851, both inclusive, if the percentage of all 
the different offices had been equally divided, it 
would not have given these officers, including their 
salary, over $1,000 per annum. But bear in 
mind, this percentage was very unequally divided. 
Perhaps two or three offices in the State of Indi- 
ana approached nearer the maximum than any 
others. In fact, it is altogether probable, one 
(Fort Wayne) attained that maximum. But it was 
owing to peculiar local and temporary causes. 
Much of the land within these office districts 
was not subject to entry until about the commence- 
ment of the po { have mentioned. These lands 
previously belonged to the Miami Indians, and 
were purchased by the United States at so high a 


price, that in selling them the minimum price was | 


fixed at $2 per acre. They were, moreover, not 
subject to entry with land warrants, unless the 
warrants were in the hands of the original holders; 
and then only on payment of the difference between 
thespecial minimum price and the general minimum 
of other lands. These lands were very soon 
nearly all disposed of; and the cash sales of these 
offices, and of course the percentage from such 
tales, have very much diminished; so that they 
ave not since equaled, by a very considerable 


amount, the average of the cash sales of the offices 
in other States. 


The highest yearly amount of | 


sales, within the five years mentioned, was in 1850; | 


and the offices in Illinois sold more than those of 
any other State; yet the highest percentage there, 
even in that year, was but about $600. 
make these brief remarks in relation to the 
pay of these officers more for the purpose of elicit- 
ing full information, for that information is in the 
Ouse, in the possession of one of my colleagues, 
than with the o or expectation of myself im- 
parting anything not already known to the House 
in relation to the matter. 
_ Mr. DUNHAM. 
information, if the gentleman desires. 
Mr. FITCH. The gentleman tells me that he 
vill furnish this information to the House. I fear 
he makes the attempt that anything he may im- 


[ will furnish the House that 


1] 
ii 


justice must acknowledge due them, has been 
already made, as is well known, to those who 
were members of the last Congress. Our action 
for their relief need not, therefore, await that pro- 
spective application which the chairman of the 
committee appears to contemplate in his opening 
remarks. 

The application being for that justly due them, 
pay should not be withheld, for we have no right 
to impose labor upon our officers, duties as oner- 
ous as these, or any other duties, without a just 
compensation. Look, if you please, Mr. Speaker, 
for a moment at the operation upon these offi- 
cers of the law providing for the distribution of 
bounty land warrants, and their location. It im- 
poses duties upon the officers which necessarily 
compel them to clerk hire—a clerk hire sufficient 
to absorb their pitiful salary of five hundred 
dollars per annum; leaving them entirely without 
any perquisites from their office, and depriving 
them, in fact, of that very pay to which they 
would be entitled had there been no sales what- 
ever; swallowing up the pittance which it is sup- 
posed each obtains, whether there be or be not 
entries in his particular office. The chairman of 
this committee very pertinently, as he fancies, 
asks this House if they know what amount will 
be required to compensate these officers, and give 
them the per cent. which they ask. After having 
admitted in this section that they were entitled to 
compensation, it should never be asked what 
amount is to be paid, if that question is de- 
signed to operate against the payment. The only 
question which should be asked, he has himself 
answered, which question is this, Is the demand 
just? He has answered that in the affirmative— 
he has acknowledged the debt—and the amount, 
whatever it may be, should not deter him or this 
House from its payment. He charges that one 
member of the committee, the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Bissec.,} was governed in his op- 
position to the bill by motives independent of any 
opinion entertained by him relative to the assign- 
ship otussreaib. He charged that the opposition 
of that gentleman grew out of the fact that this 
second section was not sufficiently comprehensive 
and liberal in its provisions. Well, I grant you, 
perhaps the charge is correct; and if so, if that 
was the sole reason actuating the gentleman from 
Illinois in his opposition to the bill, that reason 
was good and sufficient. For this section, as | 
have already remarked, is the most important one 
in the bill, and if not properly framed to accom- 
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Opposition to the entire bill for that sole reason is 
justifiable. 

Section four contains another and one of the 
worst defects in the bill, and one to which I de- 
Sire to call the attention of the chairman; for if [ 
convince no other member of this House, I shall 
have proved to him that his own hand-work is 
imperfect, scarce decently rough-hewed. Let me 
call his attention fora moment to this section, and 
to a certain feature in the bill, of which this pro- 
fesses to be amendatory. I have here the bill pro- 
viding for the donation of bounty land warrants, 
approved September 30, 1850, and the bill amend- 
atory thereto, introduced by my colleague, {Mr. 
Dunnam.]} In the bill of September 30, 1850, 1s 
found the following proviso : 

** Provided, That whenever any officer or soldier was 
honorably discharged, in consequence of disability in the 
service, before the expiration of his period of service, he 
shall receive the amount to which he would have been en- 
titled if he had served the full period for which he was 
engaged to serve.”’ 

The object of this proviso is manifest. It is, 
that the wounded, who have enlisted or volun- 
teered for agiven period, but have been discharged 
before the termination thereof, in consequence of 
wounds, shall be entitled to receive the same 
bounty lands to which they would have been en- 
titled under the bill if they had served out their 
entire period. Compare that provision, for a mo- 
ment, with the fourth section of the bill reported 
by my colleague, which I will read. 
of this bill provides: 


Section four 


“That in computing the term of service of the officers 
and soldiers of militia, volunteers and rangers, for the pur 
poses of this act, or of the act of which this act is explan 
atory, such term shall be computed from the time they were 
mustered into the service of, and paid by the United States, 
to the time they were discharged theretrom.”’ 

Thus cutting off many of the most meritorious 
class of those for whose benefit the law of 1850 
was designed from any bounty whatever; because 
there are many instances where ciuzens volun- 
teered or enlisted for a specified time, and were 


| wounded within the first thirty days of the term 


plish the object it professes to have in view, his | 


of their enlistment, and discharged in consequence 
of those wounds. But this amendatory act would 
deprive all of this class of the bounty to which, of 
all men, they are most entitled. ‘This feature of 
the bill I look upon as the most crude and imper- 
fect—but the result rather of carelessness than 
design; for I cannot believe that my colleague, or 
any other member of the committee, would be 
willing to do injustice to that class embraced in the 
proviso, of those for whose benefit the original 
act was intended. 

The sixth section also contains a defective fea- 
ture, and one to which, if | am not mistaken, the 
attention of my colleague was early called. It is 
found in the latter part of the section, and provides 
that the warrants ‘‘ may be located upon any lands 
of the United States subject to private entry at 
the time of such location.”’ I am not sure but 
there is a pending amendment to this section. 

Mr. DUNHAM. There is an amendment, by 
adding thereto the words, *‘ at $1 25 per acre,’’ 
or to that effect. 

Mr. FITCH. Then this section, if the amend- 
ment is adopted, is free from any objection of the 
character which I was about to urge. My objec- 
tion to the section as first reported, had no refer- 
ence to the permission given to locate warrants on 
any Government land, wherever situated, if the 
same permission had been extended to all war- 
rants: but to the fact, that it would create a dis- 
tinction in favor of these warrants, and against 
those issued for the benefit of those who served in 
the Mexican war; whereas they should be placed 
upon the same footing. 

There are other objections, which I designed to 
urge when the bill first came up, but which, as I 
have already remarked, have been ably stated by 
other members, and I certainly shall not go over 
the same ground. There are still others, by no 
one yet mentioned, part of which may be mis- 
prints; for we cannot presume that this committee 
would report a bill, professing to be amendatory 
of another act, and insert references to provisions 
in that act, and clauses of the act, which have no 
existence. The last section contains a reference 
to a proviso in the second section of the original 
act, which section has no proviso whatever. This 
I say may be a misprint, and | submit to gt col- 
league that he had better declare the whole nll a 
misprint, in view of the defects with which it 
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abounds, and procure its reference to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, where alone it can be corrected. 
Or, better still, as we shall soon have a bill from 
the Senate meeting the purpose for which this bill 
was designed, that he lay this upon the table. I 
shall not, of course, make this motion, as there 
may be other gentleman entertaining opinions, and 
desiring to express them in reference to it, different 
from those which I have urged. But my declining 
to make the motion is not from entertaining any 
doubt that such would be the most appropriate 


disposition of the bill, for it is certainly one which | 


in its present shape, is not fit to become a law. 

Mr. CLARK. The grounds of my desire to 

present a few reflections upon the bill which is now 
before the House, will be found in the fact that 
the provisions of this bill intimately interest my 
constituents. Perhaps the people of no State will 
be more seriously affected by the provisions of this 
bill than those of the State which I have the honor 
to represent here; and this remark, Mr. Speaker, 
applies generally, not only to those who are now 
citizens of that State, but to all who expect to be- 
come citizens hereafter, And not only so, but 
there are those there who are personally interested 
in this bill; and it is upon this account that [ pro- 
ose briefly to consider some of the provisions 
nen of the original bill and of the substitute. It 
will not be my vbject to travel over the whole 
ground, and consider all the sections and all the 
provisions which arise upon these two bills. 

I was glad, Mr. Speaker, to learn that the chair- 
man of the special committee which reported the 
substitute, sent up an amendment the other day 
to the first section of the bill, in reference to the 
mode by which the warrants shall be assigned. I 
think that it would unquestionably create great 
confusion if there should be thirty-one different 
modes of assigning land warrants, in accordance 
with the laws of each of the thirty-one States of 
the Union. Now, the very fact that you propose 
to make warrants assignable, presupposes another 
fact, that you mean to give them a marketable 
value; that you mean an advantage shall accrue to 
the warrantee as well as to those who shall pur- 
chase them. Now, sir, if they shall be attended 
with such clogs as will prejudice their value in the 


market, why then ro original purpose is to that 


extent contravened and defeated. How wonld 
these warrants pass from hand to hand, except at 
a diminished price, unless they shall pass freely 
without any restriction, and under such circum- 
stances that those who propose to purchase them 
shall know that their assignments are according to 
law? Where do these warrants go for a market, 
and where do they find purchasers? In the first 
place they find them in the cities of the East, 
and in the next place in the neighborhoods of the 
land offices in the various districts of the West. 
And there it is, as well as here, that they are pur- 
chased by those who expect to use and locate 
them upon the public domain. Will these pur- 
chasers, sir, give as much for these land warrants 
when it cannot be known, or if known, yet with 
great difficulty and uncertainty, whether they have 
been assigned according tolaw ? And how shallthey 
know unless they have the means of referring to the 
statutes of the different States, whether they have 
been assigned in the manner in which deeds are re- 
quired to be signed and authenticated in the several 


States in which sucli assignment shall be made? | 


It is impossible that the purchaser can know 
with that certainty, upon which reliance may be 
nlaced; and whenever a warrant is offered to him, 
bis natural answer would be, ‘‘that inasmuch 
as [have something to risk in reference to this 
matter, I cannot, and will not, give as much for it 
as though there was that certainty upon which I 
ean rely.’? ‘This will be his natural reply. But, 
if the mode prescribing the transfer of these war- 
rants is made by the Secretary of the Interior, it 
will be uniform; and within, perhaps, less than 
twenty days after the mode is prescribed, it will 
be known in all the distant parts of the United 
States. There will be noneignorant of it. I think, 
then, decidedly, that the amendment offered by the 
chairman of the select committee, [Mr. Donuam,] 
in regard to the mode of assignment, is one in 
itself wise and expedient, and that it ought to be 
er The next provision in thesubstitute which 
has been offered, to which I shall call the attention 
of the House for a few moments, is that in refer- 
ence to the compensation of those who have here- 


tofore performed service in the location of land || These land officers have performed service in the H 
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warrants without pay. The gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. Frren,} who last spoke, has so fully 
investigated the facts of this case, that I shall not 
stop to consider them, but merely the principle 
involved. I believe it is an admitted fact, that 
those who have rendered services in your land 
offices, in the location of land warrants, have not 


received that compensation to which their ser- | 


vices are entitled; and now Lask, upon what prin- 


ciple it is that those who have heretofore performed 
services for this Government, shall be left without 
compensation? [f ask the chairman who reported 
this substitute, why it is that those who have al- 
ready performed services are left to leanness and 
injustice, when those who are hereafter to perform 
like services are to be paid for their labor? Can 
the gentleman tell us what is the distinguishing 
principle between those who have rendered ser- 
vices, and those who are to render service, in ref- 
erence to compensation? Is there any? I wish 
to call the gentleman’s attention to that point—lI 
wish to fasten his mind upon it; and | wish him 
to satisfy the Elouse what distinguishing principle 
there is between thoseoflicers who have performed 
a service, and those who are hereafter to render 
the same service. If there is any, it is in favor of 
those who have already performed the service. 


Why, have they not performed them in view of | 
the honor, the justice, and the good faith of this | 


Government? Whenever you have invited indi- 
viduals to labor for you,and have provided no 
specific compensation, is it to be tolerated as a 
precedent, or as a matter of principle, that they 
shall go unrewarded? I hear gentlemen say that 
they were under no obligation to have retained 
their office, and have performed the service which 
was required of them. Are they to be disposed of 
in this summary way—lI might say in this inequi- 
table way? Whenever you absolve yourself from 
faith under foot, and do not perform that which 
you are reasonably expected to perform 
wards your citizens, that moment you do an in- 
jury to the citizens, which will recoil upon you, 
and which you will be made to feel. You hold 
out no inducement to faithfulness and devotion on 


the part of those upon whom you call for labor. 
Why, it seems to me, if there is anything in a dec- | 


laration of this kind, that it applies only to those 
who are to hold office hereafter. When you have 
refused to grant them compensation, they will then 
know what course to pursue; they will know that 
you do not mean to reward them, and they will 
protect themselves. 
with reference to those who have already per- 
formed the services. I will read a brief extract 


from a letter to me by one of the officers of the | 


land office in my district. He says, in addi- 
tion to the above, referring to his memorial— 
‘* We beg leave to add, that of the new warrants 
‘for which there is no compensation allowed, 


‘ there have been located at this office, during the | 
‘last two weeks, nearly one thousand; the labor | 
‘attending which would employ three competent | 
{ ean vouch for the truthfulness of this | 


‘ clerks.”’ 
man. 
Mr. DUNHAM. 
the gentleman at what place that officer resides. 
Mr. CLARK. Dubuque, Iowa. 
gentlemen bear in mind, there is a limit fixed by 
law beyond which the compensation of your offi- 
cers cannot go. I have no objection to a modifi- 
cation—to a scaling of their compensation, if the 
House think proper to do so; but I contend for 


the principle, the main principle, that they shall be | 


An- 


paid as much as they reasonably deserve. 


other fact, that may not be known to gentlemen | 


here who are not intimately conversant with af- 
fairs of this kind, is, that the land officers are 
allowed nothing for rent and nothing for clerk 
hire, nothing for fuel or stationery. They have 
to het themselves with all of these things, 
anc 


Now, you have 
set afloat a large amount of land scrip, with 
which your public domain is to be entered upon, 
and, as a natural consequence, you have curtailed, 


in a great measure, the purchase of lands with | 
Therefore there is no percentage, and the | 


eash. 
compensation of your land officers is reduced to a 
mere pittance. As it is now, it is hardly equal to 
the crumbs that fall from their master’s table. 


your good faith—whenever you tread your good 


to- | 


But, such is not the fact | 


I should like to know from | 


Now, let | 


their salary is but $500, and the other rem- | 
| nant of their compensation is made up of per- 
| centage upon moneys received. 


| to those who, served in the Mexican war 


!| an individual and the Government. 


| there are large tracts of public lands. 
know the operations of this thing. 


location of land warrants from the time of th 
passage of the original act granting bounty lands 


’ whieh 


was in February, 1847, up to June of that year 


For all that was done between these periods p 
compensation has been received. I believe ion 
was an act passed in June of that year by 
which they were allowed a certain Compensation 
upon warrants thereafter to be located, Again 
the act of 1850, which has thrown wide-cast the 


| greatest amount of warrants, provides for mp 


compensation to them for their location. At 
any rate it provides for no compensation, and 
this is the kind of warrants to which -the gy. 
thor of the communication from which J have 
read alludes. Now, I ask whether it is not hard 
enough that a man should earn his bread une 
the curse, to wit, by the sweat of his brow, and 
get his bread when he has earned it? I ag, if 
gentlemen sitting here as a grand inquest ina mat. 
ter of this kind, to do justice to our fellow-citizens, 
are to turn them away with such great injustice 
as cannot fail to awaken jealousy and rankling of 
heart? I am sure that it would be a violation of 
the plainest principles of justice—it would poy 
be Jew—it would not be Christian. I do no 
believe it would be Mohammedan. I am gyrp 
itis not law. Why, sir, the Jewish law would 
not suffer the mouth of the ox to be muzzle 
that treadeth out the corn, and the Christian pre- 
cept is, that the laborer is worthy of his hire, 
1 do not know exactly what the Koran says 
upon the subject, but the law says that a may 
who has served his fellow-man shall receive as 
much as he reasonably deserves to have. The 
principle is not altered when the case is between 
i Because you 
are sovereign or law-makers, do you lift your. 
selves above law and the principles of law? Be 
cause you cannot be reached in the execution of 
the law, therefore do you tread the principles of 
law under foot? I will believe it when I see it, 
and never before. I believe this Government has 
heretofore observed good faith in reference to 
those who have performed services for it, and | 


| do not believe that it is yet ready to cut loose from 


that principle, and to say that they will have no 
more of it. 1 shall not dwell upon that section of 
the substitute, which provides for the issuing ofa 
new batch of bounty land warrants. I will con- 
tent myself simply with saying, that as at present 
advised, 1 am against that provision. I am glad 
that there is one section of this bill which I can 
approve, and that is the 6th: ‘* That the warrants 
‘which have been or may hereafter be issued in 
‘pursuance of said act may be located upon any 
‘lands of the United States subject to private entry 
‘at the time of such location.’ 

This is as it should be, and this is the most im- 
portant part of this bill. There is no portion of 
it which is so material to the new States, and I 
may say to all the States—at any rate, to all those 
in the old States who expect to emigrate and be- 
come settlers in the new. Here I shall feel it my 
duty, ina cursory manner, to recur to the argu 
ment made by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Tvck,] and also to the argument made 
the other day by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Bissew. | 

The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Tuck] seems to plant himself upon what he per- 
haps would denominate a principle in antagonism 
to speculators. It seems that speculators area 
prominent class of men in the mind of the gentle 
man from New Hampshire. He would pursue 
policy which would cut short the speculators from 
obtaining the public lands. He says, that if you 


|| suffer land warrants to be located upon the public 


domain to an extent as wide as they are survey 

and offered in market, the lands will fall into the 
hands of speculators. 1 can assure the gentlemaa 
from New Hampshire, that all his reasoning apo? 
this point is based upon false facts, and therefore 
the force of his reasoning is neutralized and de- 


| stroyed. The gentleman resides in the midst of 


the granite hills of New Hampshire. | reside in 
the midst of the great prairies of the West, where 
1 think I 
1 think I can 
with safety say, that speculations in lands have 
ceased long ago, except as here and there an indi- 
vidual may have entered a small amount upo? 
speeulation. Why, they have found its losing 
business years ago. It has been perhaps ten © 
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